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Instructions

		INSTRUCTIONS



				 Do NOT input values in gray cells. Those cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

				Exhibit 22-R: ATP Non-Infrastructure Work Plan

				1.		Date: Insert today's date

				2.		Implementing Agency Name: Insert name of agency that will be implementing the project.

				3.		Project Number: Leave blank for ATP Cycle 4 solicitation

				4a.		Project location(s): List all locations that this project will target. Use a separate line for each location (3a, 3b, 3c, etc.). 
(Example location: City of Santa Ana -  Mt. Vernon Elementary School)

				4b.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				4c.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				4d.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				5.		Project Description: Provide brief project description.
(Exp.: Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education, encouragement and traffic safety enforcement near schools.)





				Task Details

				Tasks are primary elements of a project. Provide a "Task Detail" table for each.  (Task A, Task B, Task C, etc.) 

				5a.		Task Name: Provide name of Task 

				5b.		Task Summary: Provide a brief Task description for the various components to be completed in your project.



				Activities and Deliverables

				List all associated Activities for each task and all corresponding deliverables for each activity.

						Start Date and End Date: Provide a start and end date for each Task Activity. (Month - Year)

				6a.		Activities: List all activities that will be completed in each Task. 

				6b.		Deliverables: List all of the corresponding deliverables for each activity listed. 



				Staff Costs

				7a.		Staff Time (Agency): List all agency staff title/position(s) that will work on this task. If more than one Agency, indicate staff & Agency Affiliation in each staff position.
(Example: Party 1 - Program Manager, LA Schools). 
Select ATP or InKind: Select the fund source (ATP or InKind) that will pay for each staff position. InKind refers to local funds, donations, or any other funding source that will not be reimbursed by the ATP. 
Staff Hours: Provide the total number of estimated hours for each party listed.
Rate Per Hour: Provide the rate per hour of each party listed.
Subtotal Agency Costs: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated.

				7b.		Staff Time (Consultant): Consultants do not have to identify the staff positions. For each consultant listed include an identifier to distinguish the work that the consultant will perform. 
(Example: Part 2 - Consultant: Bike Safety Training)
Select ATP or InKind: Select the fund source (ATP or InKind) that will pay for each staff position. InKind refers to local funds, donations, or any other funding source that will not be reimbursed by the ATP. 
Staff Hours: Provide the total number of estimated hours for each party listed.
Rate Per Hour: If using a Consultant to perform the work, list the estimated Consultant cost/hr or include an overall cost for that work. (Put "1" in Staff Hours and the "overall cost amount" in Rate Per Hour)
Subtotal Consultant Costs: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated.

				7c.		Total Staff Costs: Leave Blank - The Total Staff Cost is automatically calculated.



				Indirect Costs

						Only fill out this section if asking for indirect costs to be reimbursed through ATP. 
Agencies should have an approved Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) agreement with Caltrans. 
Local agencies without an approved ICAP may request the approval of a “provisional ICAP rate” from the Caltrans Audits and Investigations (A&I) unit. Upon receiving an Acceptance Letter from Caltrans A&I, the local agencies will be allowed to invoice for their indirect costs using this “provisional rate” until A&I has completed the review of the local agencies ICAP proposal.  

				8a.		Approved ICAP: Select the box if the implementing agency has an approved ICAP

				8b.		Rate: Input the "provisional rate" or the approved rate.

				8c.		ATP Indirect Costs: Input your own calculation of the rate by the cost to get the indirect rate.



				Task Notes

				9.		Task Notes: Provide any additional information that will clarify the work to be conducted under this task.
Describe the who, what, when and where of your project. Attach an additional sheet if needed.



				Other Costs

				You must click the link provided to direct you to the Itemized Other Costs section.
Note: An itemized cost estimate for each of the following categories, if applicable, must be provided.  
For each item select the fund source (ATP or InKind) that will pay for each staff position. InKind refers to local funds, donations, or any other funding source that will not ask for reimbursement by the ATP.

				The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in the itemized other costs section:

				10a.		Travel: Total cost of Travel; if applicable

				10b.		Equipment: Total cost of Equipment(s); if applicable

				10c.		Supplies/Materials: Total cost of Supplies/Materials; if applicable

				10d.		Incentives: Total cost of Incentives; if applicable.

				10e.		Other Direct Costs: Additional other direct costs; if applicable

				10f.		Provide any additional Other Direct Costs; if applicable 

				10g.		Total Other Costs: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from Other Cost information provided.



				Task Grand Total

				11.		Task Grand Total: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from the information provided under this task.











ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)		


ATP V.11 (04/27/2018)		




Exhibit 22-R

		Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan 

		Fill in the following items:

		Date: (1) 		15-Sep-20

		Implementing Agency Name: (2)		City of Long Beach

		Project Number: (3)		7-Long Beach, City of-1

		Project Location(s): (4a)		Within a half mile of select intersections in Downtown Long Beach (bounded by Magnolia Ave to the west, Ocean Blvd to the south, 7th Street to the north, and Alamitos Ave to the east)

		" "                     (4b)		City of Long Beach - city-wide

		" "                     (4c)

		" "                     (4d)

		Project Description: (5) 		While the City of Long Beach continues to support walking as a vital mode of transportation through street infrastructure improvements, more people on the street increases collision exposure between pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers. Pedestrians need to have the skills necessary to keep safe on the road and increased confidence to encourage increased walking to reach day-to-day destinations. When new pedestrian street treatments are implemented, the community at-large must be educated about how to utilize them in order to ensure the safety of all road users and maximize the safety benefits of future pedestrian improvements to encourage an efficient operation of the network. This indicates a critical need for accessible and culturally relevant pedestrian safety education efforts. In response, the City's Walk and Roll Program will provide walk audits, language accessible pedestrian and bicycle safety skills education, interactive and impactful safety education messaging via video clips/animation and social media,  pedestrian encouragement days, focused and targeted safety messaging through a bus tail ad and/or bus shelter ad campaign and engaging outreach efforts. These activities will be concurrent with new infrastructure implementation, to model and practice safe street behavior as well as provide opportunities to walk that appeal to all that live, work, and play in the City. 







		Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)



		For Department use only
You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

		Task Summary:

		Click the links below 
to navigate to 
"Task Details" tabs:		Walk Audits will provide pedestrian safety education while providing program staff with information on how to tailor pedestrian safety education approaches and the development of educational material for community members that will encourage walking. The audits will also provide community members the chance to speak to other relevant active transportation needs. Pedestrian Safety Skills Classes will emphasize the safe utilization of new pedestrian improvements through scenario-based learning approaches. Video clips/animation will provide engaging visuals that educate, promote, and raise awareness on how to safely use new pedestrian infrastructure. Walk to Shop! Day and Walk to Play! Day, will encourage all that live, work, and play in the project area and throughout the City to walk for their day-to-day trips. Pedestrian Safety Education Pop-Ups will provide and promote interactive and engaging safe walking strategies to reach individuals. The Safe Streets Long Beach Bus Tail Ads and/or Bus Shelter Ad Campaign will increase exposure and impact of pedestrian safey messaging on drivers, motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Implementation of local and national pedestrian safety awareness campaigns will provide focused awareness on the importance of shared road user responsibility to reduce pedestrian injuries and fatalities. 



		Task 		Task Name										ATP Cost		InKind Cost

		Task "A"		Walk Audits 										$   74,824.41		$   4,305.49

		Task "B"		Pedestrian Safety Skills Classes										$   90,136.60		$   3,305.49

		Task "C"		Safe Streets LB video/animation education messaging 										$   53,218.01		$   4,343.55

		Task "D"		LB Walk to Shop! Day and LB Walk to Play! Day 										$   89,207.60		$   3,305.49

		Task "E"		Pedestrian Safety Education Pop-Ups										$   107,982.46		$   3,305.49

		Task "F"		Safe Streets Long Beach Bus Tail Ad and/or Bus Shelter Ad Campaign 										$   43,698.94		$   2,754.57

		Task "G"		Local and National Pedestrian Safety Campaigns										$   84,040.59		$   3,305.49

		Task "H"												$   - 0		$   - 0

		Task "I"												$   - 0		$   - 0

		Task "J"												$   - 0		$   - 0

												ATP Total:		$   543,108.60

												InKind Total:				$   24,625.57

										GRAND TOTAL				$   567,734.18
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TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
Active Transportation


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
With its temperate climate and wide array of stunning natural and built 
environments, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 
region holds great potential for active transportation initiatives. Walking and 
bicycling are accessible forms of transportation for people of all ages, abilities 
and socioeconomic backgrounds. Communities that are built to support walking 
and bicycling trips tend to be healthier, have greater social cohesion and are 
safer for people using all modes of transportation.


This Active Transportation Technical Report (Report) to Connect SoCal, the 
2020 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/
SCS), outlines some of the most prominent reasons for investing in active 
transportation and reviews the impacts that supporting active modes can 
have on regional transportation mode share and how the development of 
active transportation infrastructure intersects with issues of environmental 
justice, safety, demographic changes, public health, land use, congestion 
and climate change. 


Currently, a quarter of trips that are two miles or less in the SCAG region are 
made by walking or bicycling, a number that grows even more for trips under 
a mile. If gaps in the existing pedestrian and bicycle networks are addressed, 
walking and bicycling mode share for these short trips could be increased 
significantly. While it makes sense that short trips are the most common 
for walking and bicycling, thoughtful and inclusionary planning can make 
these active modes a more common element of longer, regional trips. By 
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that plans and projects are designed to best address the issues that people 
walking and bicycling in each community face. 


There is still significant work to be done to make the SCAG region safe and 
attractive for walking and bicycling. This Report highlights strategies to improve 
active transportation in the region as well as needs to be addressed in order 
to fulfill the vision for the future as outlined by Connect SoCal. This Report also 
strives to be flexible and open to innovations and trend changes in regional 
transportation. The transportation needs in 2045 are hard to fully predict, but 
people will still need to move around the region and should be able to walk, 
bicycle or take a new form of active transportation with the confidence that they 
will get where they need to go safely and comfortably. 


INTRODUCTION 
Active transportation trips, including walking, bicycling and other personal 
wheeled devices (both manual and electric) provide clean, sustainable and 
healthy options for accessing essential destinations and connecting people to 
transit and other modes across the SCAG region. Every day, millions of people 
use these modes to get where they are going, see the people they want to see 
and traverse their communities. Each trip taken using active modes improves 
the region’s health, economy and environment.


Improving the regional transportation network to support additional trips by 
active transportation will provide a number of important opportunities for the 
region but also comes with a number of difficult challenges. Increased rates 
of walking and bicycling will reduce chronic disease rates and improve public 
health outcomes, expand accessibility to local destinations and connections 
to transit, and improve the regional economy by reducing transportation and 
health care costs. However, to achieve these outcomes we will need to ensure 
that new investments are made equitably with robust community input. Plans 
and projects will need to be implemented to mitigate gentrification, take into 
account increased heat days from climate change and support the daily needs 
of an aging population. In order to achieve our goals, we must also secure the 
funding necessary to create networks of safe and protected facilities that will 
support users of all ages and abilities.


developing better access to transit (first-last mile) through improved walking 
and bicycling infrastructure, the region can improve both active transportation 
and transit ridership. 


SCAG champions Complete Streets policies, promotes active transportation, 
and supports implementation on all non-limited access streets throughout 
the region with the Go Human campaign and a range of planning resources. 
By expanding complete streets concepts to accommodate and optimize new 
technologies and micro-mobility devices, first-last mile connections to transit 
and curbside management strategies, the region will achieve even greater 
mode shift and reductions in vehicle-miles traveled. 


Improving infrastructure for walking and bicycling is especially important for 
addressing inequitable traffic safety impacts. To identify where most of the 
collisions are occurring, SCAG created a High Injury Network at a regional 
scale. High Injury Networks identify stretches of roadways where the highest 
concentrations of collisions occur on the transportation network. Currently, the 
majority of the High Injury Network is in areas identified as being disadvantaged 
communities, with approximately 66 percent of auto-pedestrian and auto-
bicycle fatal and serious injury collisions occurring in these areas. Households 
making less than $35,000 per year are 80 percent more likely to make walking 
trips than those earning more than $35,000. This increased walking mode 
share, paired with increased traffic related injuries highlights the need for 
safer infrastructure in areas where people rely on active transportation 
for their daily trips.


The SCAG region has made significant progress, both planning for and 
implementing active transportation projects, since adoption of the 2016 
RTP/SCS. Currently, nearly 80 percent of the cities in the SCAG region have 
completed bicycle plans and the number of cities with pedestrian and safe 
routes to school plans continues to grow. Additionally, almost 500 bikeway 
miles have been built in the region since the last plan. These efforts are 
dispersed across the region, with a focus on plans and projects that improve 
active transportation mode share and safety for disadvantaged communities. 
Since the adoption of the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG has worked closely with impacted 
communities and partnered with community-based organizations to ensure 
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Connect SoCal lays out a vision for accomplishing the promise of active 
transportation in the SCAG region, but it will be up to county and local agencies 
to implement the needed changes to their streets, develop safe routes to 
school programs that promote walking and bicycling to school, develop 
better access to transit and support micro-mobility options when and where 
appropriate. SCAG will continue to be a partner to local agencies by providing 
planning funding and access to state Active Transportation Program dollars, 
providing technical support and expertise through its Go Human Education 
and Encouragement Campaign and advocating for additional resources for 
active transportation.


VISION
The role of the Active Transportation Technical Report is to support the 2045 
Regional Transportation Plan, titled Connect SoCal, by providing an in-depth 
discussion of current conditions and future developments related to active 
transportation. Beyond meeting the statutory requirements of Connect SoCal, 
this Report will serve as guidance for local and county agencies to outline the 
existing conditions and needs of the region related to active transportation. 
It will also provide stakeholders an understanding of the opportunities 
and challenges the region will face over the next 25 years in implementing 
the projects proposed. Finally, this Report seeks to provide stakeholders 
with critical data, examples of best practices and a common framework for 
discussing the complex relationships between the built environment and our 
daily travel choices.


DEFINING ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
“Active transportation” refers to human powered transportation and low-
speed electronic assist devices. In addition to walking, examples of active 
transportation modes and devices include but are not limited to: bicycle, electric 
bicycle (e-bike), tricycle, wheelchair, scooter, electric scooter (e-scooter), skates, 
skateboard, push scooter, trailer and hand cart.


The California State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CSBPP) defines a bicyclist as 


any person riding a bicycle or tricycle, including Class I and II e-bikes, cargo 
bicycles, recumbent bicycles or other variations. Motorized scooters or mopeds 
are not considered bicycles.


The CSBPP also defines a pedestrian as any person walking, skateboarding, 
using a wheelchair or other personal mobility device or any other form of 
human-powered transportation other than a bicycle. Motorized wheelchair 
users are also considered pedestrians. All pedestrians are implied when this 
Report uses “walking,” as many of these modes primarily travel on sidewalks 
and other walking facilities.


For the purposes of this report, the analysis will generically refer to active 
transportation trips as bicycle and pedestrian trips, since these represent the 
majority of active transportation trips, and a growing body of data and research 
is available to support the analysis of the effects of these trips on the broader 
transportation system.


“Micro-mobility” devices refer to small, manually or electrically powered devices 
used to travel short distances and share much of the same infrastructure 
and trip characteristics to traditional active transportation. Examples include 
e-bikes, scooters, e-scooters, and one-wheels. These mobility devices have 
captivated new audiences and have the potential to greatly increase the 
number of people walking and bicycling and thus will play an important role in 
the future of these modes. Micro-mobility devices are also at the center of many 
shared mobility programs throughout the region and around the world. 


In 2018, the National Association of City Transportation Officials developed the 
following definitions for shared micro-mobility modes:1 


 z Bike sharing provides users with on-demand access to bicycles at a 
variety of pick-up and drop-off locations for one-way (point-to-point) 
or roundtrip travel. Bike sharing fleets are commonly deployed in a 
network within a metropolitan region, city, neighborhood, employment 
center, and/or university campus.


1 National Association of City Transportation Officials (2018). Shared Micro-mobility in the U.S.
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 z 2012 Active Transportation Appendix developed the first ever regional 
bikeway route structure and proposed improvements in pedestrian 
networks and local bikeway plans.


 z 2016 Active Transportation Appendix further defined the regional 
bikeway route structure, identifying Greenway Networks (bikeways 
and cycle tracks); further refined a first-last mile to transit strategy, 
developed short trip strategies, and better integrated active 
transportation and land-use planning.


 z 2020 Active Transportation Technical Report focuses on refining and 
implementing strategies from previous plan by addressing concerns 
related to environmental justice and public health, expanding analysis 
and data availability where possible and refining modeling efforts to 
take into account recent changes in shared mobility.


ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT
This Report is composed of six main sections that outline SCAG’s data 
collection, outreach activities, analysis and modeling efforts related to active 
transportation activities and projects across the region.


REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE
The Regional Significance section provides a high level overview of the major 
policy considerations, challenges and opportunities facing the region related to 
implementation of the active transportation networks proposed in the plan.


REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
The Regulatory Framework section outlines federal and state regulatory actions 
that impact the provision of active transportation projects and programs in 
the region. In addition, it highlights current state level plans, Caltrans district 
planning efforts, a summary of local planning efforts and local policy efforts 
identified through SCAG’s Bottom-Up Local Input and Envisioning Process.


 z Scooter sharing allows individuals access to scooters by joining an 
organization that maintains a fleet of scooters at various locations. 
Scooter sharing models can include a variety of motorized and non-
motorized scooter types. The service provider typically provides charge 
(in the case of motorized scooters), maintenance, and may include 
parking. Users typically pay a fee each time they use a scooter. Trips 
can be roundtrip or one way.


PLAN GOALS
Active transportation supports the goals of Connect SoCal by creating healthy, 
economically competitive and sustainable communities. TABLE 1 lists the 
Connect SoCal goals and a brief summary of how active transportation supports 
or will be impacted by each one.


OVERVIEW OF SCAG AND REGIONAL PLANNING 
The SCAG metropolitan region is comprised of 191 cities and six counties within 
38,000 square miles. Currently, over 19 million people live in the SCAG region 
and demographic projections estimate an additional 3.7 million are expected by 
2045. With this expanded population will come other challenges for the region, 
including a rapidly aging population, the transformation of the transportation 
sector due to emerging mobility technologies and changes to our economy due 
to automation. At the same time, the region also faces extensive challenges 
related to affordable housing, high rates of chronic diseases and the steadily 
growing effects of climate change.


Against this backdrop, the region is set to make historic investments in its 
transportation sector and is undergoing deep discussions about how we will 
develop our future land use patterns. Each RTP/SCS cycle, SCAG has expanded 
and improved its analysis of active transportation planning processes to better 
integrate people walking and bicycling into the regional transportation network 
and highlight their benefits in relation to the challenges facing the region.


 z 2008 Non-Motorized Transportation Report developed a regional 
network of existing and proposed bikeways based on local plans.
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Table 1 Plan Goals and Active Transportation Impacts


Goal Active Transportation Impact


Encourage regional economic prosperity and global 
competitiveness.


Active transportation provides a low cost and healthy means of connecting to destinations. Reducing health care costs 
active transportation can make the region more economically competitive by providing a healthier and more productive 
workforce.


Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel 
safety for people and goods.


Improving active transportation networks improves accessibility, safety and connectivity for vulnerable road users. By 
creating networks of high quality sidewalks, crosswalks and bikeways, roadways can be made safer and more appealing for 
people interested in taking bicycling and walking trips.  


Enhance the preservation, security, and resilience of the 
regional transportation system. 


Active transportation trips that replace automobile trips reduce wear and tear on the roadway and thus reduce costs for 
system preservation.


Increase person and goods throughput and travel 
choices within the transportation system.


Increased rates of bicycling and walking can reduce vehicle use and thus reduce congestion. In addition, goods movement 
firms are piloting the use of e-bikes for last mile delivery within dense urban areas to reduce Vechile Miles Traveled (VMT) 
and improve service. Finally, active transportation provides an alternative for short trips for accessing essential destinations 
without causing congestion and pollution.


Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve air 
quality.


Shifting trips or portions of trips from driving to active transportation and micro-mobility can reduce VMT and vehicle 
emissions. This can be especially important around sensitive receptors such as schools, where Safe Routes to School 
programs can reduce the number of parents waiting in line to drop off their children.


Support healthy and equitable communities.
Active transportation provides opportunities for physical activity which has been shown to effectively improve chronic 
disease rates. Funding for active transportation and solutions for minimizing displacement can be prioritized to support 
disadvantaged communities.


Adapt to a changing climate and support an integrated 
regional development pattern and transportation 
network.


By reducing VMT, active transportation can support strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and climate change. It 
will also support land use changes that support short trips by providing a zero emissions option to access local destinations. 
The changing climate may however impact the number of trips taken by walking and bicycling due to increased extreme 
heat events.


Leverage new transportation technologies and data-
driven solutions that result in more efficient travel.


Active transportation networks can provide for integration of micro-mobility options. Class 4 protected bikeways and slow 
speed lanes will allow for a variety new innovative transportation solutions to use the roadway safely.


Encourage development of diverse housing types 
in areas well supported by multiple transportation 
options.


Infill development and the development of walkable neighborhoods will support access to an expanded number of 
destinations using a variety of short trip strategies including active transportation and micro-mobility.


Promote conservation of natural and agricultural lands 
and restoration of critical habitats.


Conservation of these lands will depend on the region’s ability to support and promote infill development. Active 
transportation trips will be supported by infill development due to improved access to local destinations using short trip 
strategies.


ANALYTICAL APPROACH
The Analytical Approach section describes in detail the steps taken for each 
analysis component of the report. Core components of the Report include 
outreach, data analysis and modeling. 


EXISTING CONDITIONS
The Existing Conditions section documents the travel trends, existing 
networks, and recent and ongoing regional and local efforts related to 
active transportation. Additionally, this section looks at emerging trends in 
transportation that are impacting or expected to impact active transportation, 
such as micro-mobility, changes in last mile delivery of goods that may impact 


Source: SCAG, 2019
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Approximately sixty percent of the jurisdictions throughout the SCAG region 
have implemented a safe routes to school plan or program and invested in 
traffic calming measures to protect all users of the road (FIGURE 9). 


Transportation demand management plans and ordinances outline strategies, 
such as access to transit, car sharing, bicycling and walking, in order to reduce 
the use of single occupancy vehicle trips to reduce emissions and congestion. 
Transportation demand management programs have been adopted by 
approximately 47 percent of respondents (FIGURE 10).


Bike share programs are available in five of the six counties within the SCAG 
region, but only serve twelve percent of the jurisdictions. Cities that currently 
have, or have recently had bike share programs include Bellflower, Beverly 
Hills, Long Beach, Los Angeles, Manhattan Beach, Monrovia and Walnut in Los 
Angeles County, Irvine and Orange in Orange County, Moreno Valley, City of 
Riverside and Palm Springs in Riverside County, and Fontana in San Bernardino 


Figure 7 Complete Streets Policies Adopted Figure 9 Regional Traffic Calming Measures


Figure 8 Regional First-Last Mile Policies


Source: SCAG, 2019 Source: SCAG, 2019


Source: SCAG, 2019
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or obstacles such as trash bins, cars jutting out from driveways or overgrown 
foliage. Ongoing efforts to assess the condition of sidewalk networks, such 
as those by the Orange County Transportation Authority, the City of Los 
Angeles and the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority, are an 
important step to understand the scale of work to be done to improve sidewalk 
accessibility in the region.


WALKING
Pedestrians differ by ability and willingness to walk in different settings. Some 
people require assist devices or rest stops to complete their journey. Meeting 
the needs of these users through Americans with Disability Act requirements 
and careful placement of utility poles, trees, bus stops and other necessary 
items will satisfy the needs of other users as well. This is referred to as the 


8-80 concept, based on the premise that if you build a community that is great 
for an 8-year-old or an 80-year-old, then you will build a community that is 
accessible for everyone. 19


The California Household Travel Survey shows walking is the most popular 
form of transportation for all trips up to half a mile, with 43 percent of all 
trips this length made by walking. The slower speed and hyper-local range of 
walking makes it a great way for neighbors to get to know each other and can 
help to build community. In the same survey, walk trips as a percentage of all 
trips averaged 8 percent for the region (FIGURE 15). Walking trips make up 3.4 
percent of all commute trips and walking commute trips average 1.7 miles. 
Walking is the second most commonly used form of transportation for trips 


19 Penalosa, G. (2015). Building an 8-80 City, A Simple Concept for Creating Great Cities for All. 


Figure 12 Active Transportation for Commute and Non-Commute 
Trips


Figure 13 Change in Active Transportation Commute Mode Share 
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streets approach to intersections. 22 The complete streets approach to 
intersection design has one controlling assumption: “assume bicyclists and 
pedestrians will be there.” This complete streets approach involves reducing 
speed for turning movements, improving sight lines for crosswalks and 
reducing crossing distances.


BICYCLING 
A comprehensive bicycle network aims to serve the needs of bicyclists of 
all abilities, covering a wide range of trip purposes and accommodating the 
needs of bicyclists at different comfort levels. Mekuria, Furth and Nixon23 
proposed a scheme for classifying road types by one of four levels of traffic 
stress that corresponds to the needs of different types of bicyclists (TABLE 
2). The level of stress is determined by the physical criteria of a roadway as 
well as traffic conditions and their contributions to the experience bicyclists 
have when riding. The Mekuria, Furth and Nixon study also noted that their 
research did not consider factors other than traffic that might impose stress 
on bicyclists, such as perception of crime, pavement quality, noise, lighting, 
snow removal or aesthetics of surroundings. Additionally, there are differences 
and crossover amongst those who cycle for different purposes and what level 
of traffic stress they may be willing to tolerate such as those who cycle for 
commuting, recreation, people moving goods or cargo, people riding bike share, 
seniors, and others. 


The California Household Travel Survey results, when compared with 2012 
Vehicle Miles Traveled, indicate four million bicycle trips/day in the SCAG 
region, averaging 0.95 miles/trip, as shown in FIGURE 20. The region had a 
bicycle commute rate of 0.8 percent in 2012 with an average commute distance 
of 5.2 miles (FIGURE 21). When considering all trips, not just commute trips, 
more than 80 percent of bicycle trips take 30 minutes or less and bicycle trips 
make up 1.3 percent of all trips. With the majority of bicycle trips less than one 


22 California Dept. of Transportation (2010). Complete Intersections: A Guide to Reconstructing Intersections and 
Interchanges for Bicyclists and Pedestrians. 


23 Mekuria, Furth and Nixon. (2012). Low Stress Bicycling and Network Connectivity. 


mile, bicyclists may be limiting their exposure to motor vehicle traffic. Efforts 
to increase the percentage of bicyclists beyond the core committed bicyclists 
would likely require investments in new bikeways and increased connectivity.


Similar to trends for ridership based on comfort level described above, the 
California Household Travel Survey shows significant differences in ridership 
based on gender. Respondents identifying as male made 73 percent of 
all bicycle trips in the region, a third of which were classified as commute 
trips. Respondents identifying as female made up 27 percent of bicycle trips 
and of all bicycle trips made by these respondents, only 24 percent were 
commute trips (FIGURE 22).


Households with no vehicles bicycle for 3.5 percent of all trips, compared with 
2.2 percent for households with one vehicle and approximately one percent for 
those with two or more (FIGURE 23).


The bicycle ridership rates by income shows there are very diverse bicycling 
populations with distinct economic profiles, with very low income and very high 
income people riding at higher rates (FIGURE 24).


Respondents identifying themselves as American Indian or Alaska Native are 
most likely to bicycle, with four percent of all trips made by bicycle compared to 
the average for all respondents of 1.3 percent (FIGURE 25).


According to Lusk et al.24, if provided with safe bicycling facilities, ethnic-
minority and low-income populations would have the largest projected 
increase in bicycling.


There is an outsized number of fatalities and serious injuries for bicyclists in 
the SCAG region. While bicyclists make up 1.3 percent of all trips in the region, 
they make of five percent of all fatalities and eight percent of serious injuries 
(FIGURE 26). The Transportation Safety and Security Technical Report includes 
more details on bicyclist safety in the SCAG region.


24 Lusk, Anastasio, Shaffer, Wu, and Li. (2017). Biking Practices and Preference in a Lower Income, Primarily 
Minority Neighborhood: Learning What Residents Want. 
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REGIONAL TRIP STRATEGIES 
The purpose of the Regional Trip strategies are to provide strategic approaches 
to developing a regional bikeway/greenway network that connects cities 
throughout the SCAG region, activity centers, downtowns and commercial 
areas, the coast and educational institutions. The Regional Trip strategies are 
comprised of four strategies: first-last mile connections to transit, the Regional 
Bikeway Network, Regional Greenway Network and California Coastal Trail 
Access. Regional trip strategies are for those trips that are generally longer than 
the typical bicycle ride and include trips for commuting or recreation.


FIRST-LAST MILE INFRASTRUCTURE
First-last mile strategies for regional trips mirror the strategies used for short 
trips but focus on transit options that travel a longer distance such as Metrolink 
and other commuter rail options. Using a complete streets approach to 
maximize the number of people walking or bicycling to transit, these strategies 
improve active transportation conditions up to three miles from a transit station 
or stop. This strategy works by attracting transit riders by decreasing the door-
to-door travel time of a transit trip (creating the conditions that allow people to 
travel a longer distance in the same amount of time) as well as improving safety. 
In addition to the strategies listed for short trips, it will be important to provide 
secure long-term storage options or specialized facilities for bicycles and micro-
mobility devices on trains since devices would otherwise be left unattended for 
the majority of the day or are needed at the opposite end of the rail trip.


 z Strategy 1 – Support long-term storage/parking for bicycles and 
micro-mobility options at transit stations or options for safely 
bringing devices on-board.


 z Strategy 2 – Implement design strategies in station areas to allow easy 
access to platforms with bicycles and micro-mobility devices.


 z Strategy 3 – Implement improvements for transporting bikes on transit 
and rail in the form of safety features to secure bikes on transit and rail, 
and for rail, expand space in cabin for temporary trip storage.


REGIONAL BIKEWAY NETWORK 
The Regional Bikeway Network (RBN) is a proposed 2,233 mile system of 
interconnected bicycle routes of regional significance. The RBN connects local 
jurisdictions and counties, and it serves as a spine for local bikeway networks 
and the Regional Greenway Network. It includes on- and off-road bikeways that 
link major origins and destinations directly, or through connectivity to high-
quality transit service. The primary purpose of identifying this network is to 
provide a strategic regional perspective and to highlight the planning priorities 
of the county transportation commissions. Details on the individual corridors 
included in the Regional Bikeway Network can be found in Appendix 4. More 
information on county priorities related to these projects can be found in the 
Existing Conditions section.


 z Strategy 1 – Identify, prioritize, develop, and maintain regional 
bikeways linking cities, counties and intrastate/interstate bicycle routes. 


REGIONAL GREENWAY NETWORK 
The Regional Greenway Network (RGN) includes trails, utility corridors, flood 
control channels and other off-street facilities that have been, or could be, 
converted to walking and bicycling facilities. The RGN will support increased 
rates of physical activity and improve accessibility by providing a low-stress 
network for recreational trips as well as providing a backbone to the pedestrian 
and bicycle networks for utilitarian trips. The primary purpose of identifying this 
greenway network is to provide a strategic regional perspective and highlight 
the planning priorities of the county transportation commissions. The complete 
RGN, as well as details on the individual corridors included in the RGN can be 
found in Appendix 5. More information on county priorities related to these 
projects can be found in the Existing Conditions section.


 z Strategy 1 – Identify, prioritize and develop regional greenways linking 
cities, counties and intrastate/interstate bicycle routes. 


 z Strategy 2 – Connect and integrate the Regional Greenway Network 
with designated historic and scenic trails.
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CALIFORNIA COASTAL TRAIL
The California Coastal Trail (CCT), established by the Coastal Act of 1976, is a 
“continuous public right-of-way along the California coastline; a trail designed 
to foster appreciation and stewardship of the scenic and natural resources of 
the coast through hiking and other complementary modes of non-motorized 
transportation.” In 2003, the Coastal Conservancy developed the Completing 
the California Coastal Trail plan to provide a strategic blueprint to complete the 
CCT. The CCT currently has 118 miles of trail signed and 374 insignia installed. 
A map of the CCT can be found in Appendix 4. Pursuant to state law, SCAG is 
required to incorporate the California Coastal Trail access and completion into 
its regional transportation planning process.


 z Strategy 1 – Coordinate with the California Coastal Commission to plan, 
coordinate and implement access to the California Coastal Trail.


PLANNING STRATEGIES
To meet the goals of Connect SoCal, planning for active transportation and 
micro-mobility will need to be sustained to fill in gaps as well as support the 
region as land use and technology change the way people travel. This will 
include completing active transportation plans for cities that have not yet 
completed any active transportation planning as well as integrating solutions 
and strategies for micro-mobility into existing frameworks. 


 z Strategy 1 – Adopt and regularly update active transportation plans 
that are supported by robust community outreach processes. 


 z Strategy 2 – Adopt, implement and regularly update first-last mile plans 
to support access to transit stations. 


 z Strategy 3 – Adopt building standards that provide secure bicycle 
parking and amenities for bicyclists. 


 z Strategy 4 – Update circulation elements to align with Assembly Bill 
1358 (Complete Streets Act) and national best practices for designing 
streets for all ages and abilities.


 z Strategy 5 – Utilize regional best practices developed by SCAG 


and county transportation commissions to reduce the costs of 
planning and program design and increase implementation rates 
and public engagement.


 z Strategy 6 – Engage youth and the elderly in the planning 
process to ensure active transportation programs and projects 
serve users of all ages.


DATA COLLECTION STRATEGIES
In order to ensure that smart investments are made, data-driven decision-
making will need to be supported by the procurement and development of 
new data sources for active transportation. This will include the collection of 
pedestrian, bicycle and micro-mobility volume data, as well as the integration 
of validated big data sets. Local cities, county agencies, public health 
departments and other stakeholders will all benefit from better data sets that 
provide information on the level of traffic stress, accurate collision rates and 
information on the types of users utilizing these modes. Finally, state and 
local legislation will continue to impact land use and building standards and 
will shape the ability to create walkable and bikeable communities. This may 
require updates to zoning codes, general plan elements, and other provisions 
that support short trips and end of trip facilities such as bicycle parking.


 z Strategy 1 – Develop ongoing counting programs to provide pedestrian 
and bicycle volume counts, including the installation of systems of 
automated counters as part of infrastructure development.


 z Strategy 2 – Coordinate with the county transportation commissions 
to access and utilize big data (such as cell phone data) for active 
transportation planning purposes.


TECHNOLOGY AND MICRO-MOBILITY 
STRATEGIES
As the transportation landscape continues to evolve through the addition of 
new technologies and micro-mobility innovations, cities and counties will need 
to remain flexible while focusing on solutions that provide data, scalability and 
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County Level Agency Plan Name Year


Los Angeles Local El Monte El Monte Vision Zero Action Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Glendale City of Glendale Bicycle Transportation Plan 2012


Los Angeles Local Huntington Park City of Huntington Park Bicycle Transportation Master Plan 2014


Los Angeles Local Inglewood Active Transportation Plan and Safe Routes to School Plan 2016


Los Angeles Local Irwindale Citywide Non Motorized Design Guidelines and Active Transportation Action Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local La Mirada La Mirada General Plan 2003


Los Angeles Local Lancaster City of Lancaster Master Plan of Trails and Bikeways 2012


Los Angeles Local Long Beach City of Long Beach Bicycle Master Plan 2017


Los Angeles Local Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 2016


Los Angeles Local Lynwood Lynwood Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 2013


Los Angeles Local Monrovia Bicycle Master Plan 2018


Los Angeles Local Monterey Park Monterey Park Citywide Active Transportation Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Palmdale City of Palmdale - Active Transportation Program Plan 2019


Los Angeles Local Paramount Bellflower and Paramount Joint Active Transportation Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Pasadena Bicycle Transportation Action Plan 2015


Los Angeles Local Pomona Active Transportation Plan: Bicycle Master Plan and Pedestrian Master Plan 2012


Los Angeles Local Rosemead City of Rosemead Bicycle Transportation Plan 2012


Los Angeles Local San Dimas Bicycle Master Plan 2011


Los Angeles Local Santa Clarita Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 2014


Los Angeles Local Santa Monica Santa Monica Bike Action Plan 2011


Los Angeles Local South Gate City of South Gate Bicycle Transportation Plan 2012


Los Angeles Local South Pasadena Cycle South Pasadena Bicycle Master Plan Update 2011


Table 12  Bicycle Master Plans - Continued
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Table 14 Safe Routes to School Plans


County Level Agency Plan Name Year


Imperial Local Brawley City of Brawley Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 2013


Imperial Local El Centro City of El Centro Active Transportation & Safe Routes to School Plan 2018


Imperial Regional ICTC Safe Routes to School Regional Master Plan 2016


Los Angeles Local Avalon City of Avalon Master Active Transportation Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Baldwin Park Safe Routes to School Plan for Baldwin Park 2014


Los Angeles Local Bell Safe Routes to School Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Bell Gardens Bell Gardens Citywide Complete Streets Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Bellflower Bellflower and Paramount Joint Active Transportation Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Commerce Active Trans. & Safe Routes to Schools Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Compton Safe Routes to School Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Cudahy Cudahy Safe Routes to School Plan 2015


Los Angeles Local Culver City Culver City Walk and Rollers In Progress


Los Angeles Local Downey South Downey Safe Routes to School Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local Glendale Safe Routes to School Plan for Glendale - 3 Phases 2016


Los Angeles Local Hermosa Beach Safe Routes to Schools 2012


Los Angeles Local Inglewood Active Transportation Plan and Safe Routes to School Plan 2016


Los Angeles Local Irwindale Citywide Non Motorized Design Guidelines and Active Transportation Action Plan In Progress


Los Angeles Local La Canada Flintridge Safe Routes to School Project 2013


Los Angeles Local Lancaster City of Lancaster - Safe Routes to School Plan Phases I and II 2014


Los Angeles Local Long Beach Safe Routes to School Program 2011


Los Angeles Local Los Angeles Safe Routes to School Action Plan and Progress Report 2016
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improves overall mobility, air quality and access to opportunities and resources. 
This plan provides local jurisdictions and transit agencies the relevant 
planning tools to achieve that vision, such as a list of non-motorized “best 
practices,” audit procedures for bicycle access and a summary of gaps in the 
inter-jurisdictional bikeway network.


Los Angeles County’s Active Transportation Rail to River Corridor Project will 
link neighborhoods, schools, and other key South Los Angeles destinations by 
converting an existing, underutilized railroad right-of-way into a multi-purpose 
pedestrian and bicycle transportation corridor. This approximately 10 mile 
project is composed of two distinct segments, each in different development 
phases, and will improve connectivity of Metro transit lines with active 
transportation facilities.


The Metro Bike Share system, launched in 2016, has installed over 120 stations 
throughout Downtown Los Angeles, Central Los Angeles, Port of Los Angeles 
and Westside areas. The Bike Share system is integrated with Metro’s Transit 
Access Pass (TAP) and provides a dedicated Bike Share app which streamlines 
the undocking and release process. To date, the system has logged over two 
million miles travelled, and Metro plans to expand services and provide Smart 
Metro Bikes to entice new ridership.


Mar Vista’s Venice Boulevard Great Streets project enhanced pedestrian and 
bicycle safety, and promoted place-making through community art installations. 
The City of Los Angeles’ Vision Zero Action Plan identified a selection of Mar 
Vista’s Venice Boulevard as a Priority Corridor which catalyzed investment 
and community engagement. The street improvements recreated a lively 
and walkable downtown, reduced collisions at the busiest intersections by 75 
percent, and stimulated $3 million more in economic activity.1


In Long Beach, construction is underway for a protected walking and bicycling 
lane, the Mark Bixby Bike-Walk Path, over the Gerald Desmond Bridge. This path 
will connect with existing bicycle routes in Long Beach.


1 LADOT et al. (2018). Venice Boulevard Great Street: One-Year Post Project Evaluation.


ORANGE COUNTY
The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) developed OC Active 
(2018), a comprehensive countywide analysis of transportation needs and 
opportunities for walking and bicycling. OCTA has also made considerable 
progress on a regional bikeway loop (OC Loop) that will, when completed, 
provide 66 miles of seamless, off-street trails with minimal stops and crossings 
for people of all ages and abilities. Full completion of the OC Loop is anticipated 
by 2027 with 54 miles completed to-date. OCTA has also completed a county 
wide count program providing a comprehensive data set on walking and 
bicycling trends across the county. 


In 2018, Santa Ana utilized funds from the OCTA, Measure M2 and federal 
programs to install the city’s first Class IV protected bikewayalong Bristol Street. 
As a result, the selected area, within the fourth densest city in the country, 
experienced increased safety and provided alternative modes to circumvent the 
high costs associated with car ownership. 


The Orange County Council of Governments developed Complete Streets 
Initiative Design Handbook in 2016 to outline policy and design best 
practices, specifically to provide a resource to ensure Orange County 
jurisdictions incorporate complete streets requirements in each respective 
Circulation Element of their General Plan. The handbook was created to be 
a living document and will be updated periodically to address new funding 
opportunities and evolving practices.


RIVERSIDE COUNTY
In 2018, the Western Riverside Council of Governments completed the multi-
jurisdictional Active Transportation Plan that outlined 24 regional routes and 44 
local routes of regional significance to facilitate mobility and increase access for 
all cities and neighborhoods.  


The Riverside Transit Agency, in partnership with SCAG and Caltrans, published 
the First-Last Mile Mobility Plan in 2017, which developed Station Typologies 
to characterize over 2,500 stations, identify strategies and pilot project 
opportunities and outlined an implementation plan.
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ATP Cycle 5 Signature Page Attachment A 


Part C: Attachments 
Attachment A:    Signature Page 


IMPORTANT:  Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures. 


Implementing Agency:  Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized 
by the governing board. 
The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if 
funded with ATP funds and they are the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other 
officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources 
and funds.  They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are 
true and complete to the best of their knowledge.   For infrastructure projects, the undersigned 
affirms that they are the manager of the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their 
maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.   


Signature: _____________________________________ Date: ________________________________________


Name: _____________________________________ Phone: ________________________________________


Title: _____________________________________ e-mail: ________________________________________


For projects with a Partnering Agency:  Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the 
governing board.  (For use only when appropriate) 
The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” 
and agrees to assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility 
upon completion by the implementing agency and they intend to document such agreement per 
the CTC guidelines.  The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer or other 
officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources 
and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are 
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. 


Signature: _____________________________________ Date: ________________________________________


Name: _____________________________________ Phone: ________________________________________


Title: _____________________________________ e-mail: ________________________________________


Eric.Lopez@longbeach.govDirector, Public Works
Eric Lopez (562) 570-5690


9/10/20








ATP Cycle 5 Engineer's Checklist Attachment B


ATP Engineer's Checklist


Required for all lnfrastructure Projects


This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in "responsible charge" of the preparation of this ATP


application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's


requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC's ATP Guidelines and CTC'S Adoption of PSR Guidelines -


Resolution G-99-331 and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and retional ATP selection processes.


Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:
Chopter 7; Article j; Section 6735 of the Professionol Engineet's Act of the Stote of Colifornio requires engineeting colculotion(s) ot
repoft(s) be eithet preporcd by or under the responsible chorge of o licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP


lnfrostructure-opplicotion defines the scope ol work of o future civil construction prcject ond requircs complex engineering principles
ond colculotions which ore bosed on the best doto ovoiloble ot the time of the opplicotion, the opplicotion must be signed ond
stomped by o licensed civilenqineer.


By signing ond stomping this document, the engineet is ottesting to this opplicotion's technicol informotion ond engineeting doto
upon which locol qgency's recommendotions, conclusions, ond decisions ore mode. This oction is governed by the Prcfessionol
Enginee/s Act ond the corresponding Code of Professionol Conduct, under Sections 6775 ond 6735.


.:. Here is the link to the Caltrans PSR equivalency Powerpoint: https://catc.ca.gov/-/media/ctc-
media/documents/programs/atp/worksh ops I f eb-10 -2O2O I atp-psr-presentation. pdf


1. Vicinity map /Location map; Engineer's lnitials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary


i. lnclude the scale of the drawing and a north arrorv


0k


M2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer's lnitials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project "construction" limits and limits of each


primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the layout-plan/map
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project


c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths
d. Show agency's right of way (ROVV) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts will occur. (As


appropriate, also show Caltrans', Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)


Anticipated Number of ROW Takes
0


Cost
0$


Time needed to Acquire
0 Months


Anticipated Number of Easements
0


Cost
$0


Time needed to Obtain
OMonths


Ea{3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions Engineer's lnitia
(Must include a cross-sectlon for eacf, segment where the width of improvements or Right-of-way vary significantly


from the typical)


a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.


b. Any new paving must show both the width and the depth/thickness


Note- ln some cases, separate existing and proposed cross sections may be needed to clearly show the
before and after widthdthicknesses


llPage







ATP Cycle 5


4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate


Engineer's Checklist Attachment B


Engineer's lnitials:
a. The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs (Attachment F) must be used for all applications


that are requesting ATP Infrastructure funds. Attachment F shall be fllled out per the instructions and
attached to the application, in the appropriate location.


b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs


i. The only items that may use Lump Sum are shown on a the "Allowable Lump Sum ltems" tab.


c. AII non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs.


d, All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for


e. All prolect development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost


5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer's lnitiats: d4
a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence


area of proposed improvements.


W-


W_6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer's lnitials:
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the prolect and therefore the project


schedules and programming included in the applicatron must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.


b. "Completed Dates" for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified
c. "Expected Dates" for project lvlilestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable pro1ect


timetables, including: lnteragency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
proJect permits, etc.


d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with lmplementing Agency's
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.


Anticipated Environmental Studies
Categorical Exemption


Cost


$ 250,000
Time needed for the study


6lvlonths1


$ Ivlonths


S l\ilonths


7. Warrant studies/guidance
D (Check if not applicable)


a


(K


w


For new Traffic Control Signals - an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Wanants 1- 9
(CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineenng study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number ofthe responsible engineer and must be aftached to the
application in the "Additional Attachments" section.


8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer's lnitials:


a. The text in the "Narrative Ouestions" in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic


and calculations used in the development of the planymaps and estimate


b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to


document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements


2lPage
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ATP Cycle 5 Engineer's Checklist Attachment B


This checklist is to be completed by the engineer in "responsible charge" of defining the proiect's Scope, Cost and
Schedule per the expectations of the CTC'S PSR Equivalent. The checklistis expected to be used duringthe
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.


Licensed Endneer lnformation:


Name flost, Firsti:


Carl Hickman, P.E., T.E


Title:
City Traffic Engineer


Engineer License Number:


Civil: 78049 Trafflc: 2308


si ea Dat


"420
Email Add ress:


Carl.Hickman@longbeach.gov


Phone


562-570-6665


Place the Enginee/s Stamp below:


3lPage
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2141 W. Orangewood Ave., Suite A
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners
Long Beach Vision Zero Plan: High-Injury Corridors and Intersections with Disadvantaged Communities Layer


6th St, 7th St, Magnolia Ave, Pacific Ave, Atlantic Ave, and Long Beach Boulevard are all identified 
as high-injury streets and most include high-injury intersections as well. 
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Online Project Information and Public Feedback Survey
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Public Feedback Survey
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Public Feedback Survey and Interactive Map
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Survey Responses







Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Attachment B1     |     ATP Cycle 5 8


Direct Quotes from the Public







Attachment B1     |     ATP Cycle 5 9


Disadvantaged Community Participation
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


CX3


APPENDIX TO MOBILIT Y ELEMENT 
OF THE GENERAL PL AN


CITY OF LONG BEACH
 2017


Communities of Excellence in Nutrition, 
Physical Activity and Obesity Prevention


Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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Disadvantaged Community Participation
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


Priorities


IMPLEMENTATION 229


SAFETY


RECREATION


SOCIAL


Throughout the engagement process, 
safety was nearly unanimously 


the pedestrian environment and 
thus should form the foundation 
for any transportation project,  
program or policy.


There is a growing awareness of how 
noise, visual and air pollution at the 
very local scale to the regional scale 
effects public health and wellbeing. 
Our neighborhoods will need to 
become more livable to be truly 
more walkable.  


Much of the community discussion 
related to the economic benefits to 
walkable environments focused on 
commercial nodes within the study 
area including Anaheim Street, Willow 


Recreation was identified by the 
community as an important trait of 
a walkable environment as residents 
“just want to walk.” Serving this 
desire for physical activity can fuel 
healthier communities.


The sidewalk as a social space is a 
foreign concept to many in America 
today and thus was considered 
to be a minor characteristic of a 
 walkable community. For many, 
the sidewalk is part of the journey  
not the destination.


Many participants felt shifting 
from driving to more walking and 
biking, could significantly benefit 
the environment, thus  they wanted 
to learn how pedestrians could be 
better connected to their regular 
essentials.


The dark grey ring surrounding each 
of the priorities indicates the level 
of importance as identified by the 
community, from a scale of 1-6; 1 being 
"less important" and 6 being "very 
important".


by seniors and those with limited 
mobility, accessibility would be a core 
tenant for creating an inclusive and 
equitable pedestrian environment 


ACCESSIBILITY


While seemingly superficial, the 
most walkable communities are 
typically attractive and residents 
commonly expressed that interest for 
beauty to make their neighborhoods  
more walkable.


BEAUTY


LIVABILITY ENVIRONMENT


ECONOMIC
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


CX3 Pedestrian Plan


PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT


Pedestrian
Toolkit


85


CHAPTER 4


DEVELOP A STREET DESIGN STANDARDS MANUAL TO REFLECT THE NEW  
STREET TYPOLOGIES THAT INCORPORATE THE CONCEPT OF COMPLETE STREETS.


The purpose of this Design Treatment 
Toolkit is to provide options for 
reconfiguring streets or portions 
thereof, to enhance pedestrian 
accessibility. The toolkit provides 
the foundation for a street design 
manual while providing planners, 


to apply different treatments in the 


the accompanying Local Pedestrian 
Infrastruc ture Tour empowers 
communities to create safe walking 
routes to park s,  school s,  food 
stores and local businesses in their 
neighborhoods. The toolkit presents 
potential solutions for different 


space or otherwise.  
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT134


By expanding the sidewalk area into the on-street parking 
lane, curb extensions shorten the distance to walk across the 
street, make it easier for drivers to see pedestrians and make 
drivers slow down when turning.


ANY STREET


Corner Curb
Extension
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


CX3 Pedestrian Plan


PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT144


A crossing island is a raised curb island in the middle of the 
street that gives people a place to wait while crossing the 
street and allows people to cross one half at a time.


STREETS WITH AVAILABLE ROADWAY WIDTH


Crossing
Island
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Nine community pop-ups were 
conducted in October and November 
2018, to engage the Long Beach 
community about the Safe Streets 
Plan.  


The pop-ups consisted of: an 
information board that provided an 
overview of the project; an 
interactive question and answer 
space regarding pedestrian and 
bicyclist safety; a place to take the 
‘Safe Streets Pledge;’ and the Safe 
Streets Story Bench where 
participants could record a personal 
story relating to traffic violence.  


The pop-ups were held at existing 
community events throughout each 
of the nine Long Beach Council 
Districts (dates and locations, left).


Community 
Pop-ups9 Stories


35
Participants
650+Council District (CD) 2


Fourth Fridays
10/26


CD 7
Green Prize Festival


10/27


CD 3
Haute Dog 
Howl’oween Parade


10/28


CD 4
Los Altos 
Community Meeting


10/30


CD 6
Community Wellness 
Resource Fair


11/3


CD 1
Downtown 
Farmers Market


11/9


CD 9 
Veterans Day 
Parade & Celebration


11/10


CD 8
Bixby Knolls 
Farmers Market


11/15


CD 5
Festival of Flight


11/17


People would feel safer 
walking and biking in 
Long Beach if drivers 
were less distracted and 
would slow down


The City of Long Beach 
should prioritize better 
street design to improve 
traffic safety


Key Takeaways


SAFE 
STREETS 
LONG BEACH 
Story Bench Pop-Ups
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


What would make you feel safer walking 
and biking in Long Beach?


TOP 3 
RESPONSES


COMMUNITY FEEDBACK RESULTS


What do you think should be the City of 
Long Beach’s number one priority?


What will you do to make 
streets safer in Long Beach?


(Choose your top 3)


* “Other” responses that received more 
than one vote were (in order of 
popularity): better visibility, people 
obeyed traffic laws, less homelessness, 
better roundabouts / traffic circles, more 
alternative modes of travel, less litter, 
more parking, more walking paths for 
seniors.


Mindful driving and leaving 
enough time to get from 


point A to point B.
“ “


“
“


“
“


Be present when driving, 
biking, and walking.


Make sure children cross 
safely and be aware of 


any other dangers.


* “Other” responses 
than one vote were
popularity): better v
obeyed traffic laws
better roundabouts
alternative modes 


17% (136)


16% (129)


14% (111)


50% (92)


25.5% (47)


24% (44)


10.5% (82)


11% (88)


9.5% (75)


9% (73)


8.5% (69)


4.5% (36)


There were better 
street lighting


There were 
better sidewalks


Other*


Drivers were 
less distracted 


Vehicles would 
slow down 


Bicycles were 
separated 
from cars


There were 
more frequent 
and well marked 
crossings


People were 
more educated 
about safe 
behaviors


There was more traffic 
enforcement


Better street design to improve traffic safety


More and better education about traffic safety


More enforcement of traffic violations


1


2


3
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Stories 
Recorded35


STORIES
SNAPSHOT


Stories often mentioned:


The Safe Streets Story Bench was 
designed to record stories from the 
community about traffic violence and 
roadway safety in Long Beach. The 
stories were recorded anonymously 
and gave community members an 
opportunity to discuss their personal 
experiences, candidly.  The stories add 
a level of narrative and an emotional 
component to the Safe Streets project, 
which goes beyond voting about 
preferences for the project and input 
about roadway safety.  The emphasis of 
the bench is on understanding how 
traffic violence impacts our lives on a 
personal level and what can move us to 
take action. The story bench will soon 
transform from one that receives 
stories into one that plays them, 
allowing community members to listen 
to the recorded stories and learn about 
the project.


Education
Better Street Design


Bicycle & Vehicle


Most common mobility 
conflict was between:


Safety & Safe Behaviors


9 stories involving collisions


Safe Streets 
Story Bench
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


During the fall of 2018, the Safe Streets team assembled  
“listening sessions” with small groups of invited Long Beach 
stakeholders.  The goal was to talk through issues surrounding 
street safety - what behaviors and roadway designs promote 
unsafe conditions? What can the City do to improve safety? What 
is most important to focus on and what is the best way to address 
concerns?  Four listening sessions were held: a general session 
with community stakeholders; a session that focused on issues 
faced by school children, families, teachers, and administrators; a 
session with Long Beach Police and Fire; and a session at 
Carmelitos Housing in North Long Beach.


The small group settings allowed for candid and personal 
conversations.  Top themes are listed below (came up at each 
session).  The following pages summarize the conversations with 
key takeaways from each session.


SAFE 
STREETS 
LONG BEACH 


OVERVIEW:


UNSAFE BEHAVIORS
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Distracted drivers
⊲   General lack of education about safe streets behaviors
⊲   Lack of yielding for pedestrians at crosswalks 


UNSAFE ROADWAY DESIGN
⊲   Low visibility crosswalks
⊲   Conflict points between modes
⊲   Sub par bicycle facilities


TOP THEMES:27


SEPT 10, 2018


GENERAL 
MEETING


OCT 16, 2018
LB SCHOOLS


OCT 18, 2018
POLICE & FIRE


OCT 23, 2018


CARMELITOS 
HOUSING


ATTENDEES


LISTENING SESSIONS
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   “Getting-to-work” mentality
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Distracted drivers
⊲   Cyclists riding in wrong 


direction
⊲   Drivers not stopping at 


intersections
⊲   Drivers who don’t 


understand bike rules
⊲   Drivers who don’t 


understand how to 
navigate tra�c circles


⊲   Gender disparities in 
regards to how people are 
treated when riding a bike


⊲   Drivers of shared ride 
vehicles stopping in 
inappropriate locations


⊲   Skateboarders traveling 
unsafely


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Overly-wide travel lanes 


that encourage speeding
⊲   Low visibility areas for 


people on bikes (e.g. 
locations with grade issues, 
obstacles, blind turns, etc.)


⊲   Low visibility areas for 
people who are walking 
(e.g. blind driveways and  
alleys)


⊲   Sharrows – bike facilities 
should be more visible and 
more protected


⊲   Low quality of pavement
⊲   Truncated domes can be 


di�cult for people in 
walkers and in wheelchairs


⊲   Lack of bike signals
⊲   Lack of bus cut-outs
⊲   Di�cult transitions in and 


out of cycle tracks
⊲   Lack of bicycle signage
⊲   Incomplete bicycle network


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Education for people about 


bicycle rights
⊲   Education for youth to 


understand the rules of the 
road


⊲   Streets that are exclusively 
for pedestrians and cyclists


⊲   Programs and policies that 
consider gender, cultural, 
language, age, and class 
di�erences 


⊲   Facilities that are joined via 
a complete network, 
without gaps


8
SEPT 10, 2018
BIXBY PARK


ATTENDEES


GENERAL SESSION


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲   Driver education (x2)
⊲   Creating a full network of bicycle facilities
⊲   Dedicated bicycle boulevards
⊲   Speed reduction for  vehicles
⊲   Programs and policies that address the most dangerous intersections
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   Double parking parents 


during drop-o� and pick-up
⊲   Parents waiting in the bus 


loading zone
⊲   Distracted students 


walking while looking at 
cell phones


⊲   Students riding their bikes 
on the sidewalk because 
they don’t feel safe riding 
on the street


⊲   The shift changes of some 
police o�ciers occur 
during school drop-o� and 
pick-up times


⊲   Lack of police to support 
ongoing e�orts


⊲   Lack of yielding for 
pedestrians at crosswalks


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Lack of crosswalks
⊲   Lack of crosswalk signage 


and visibility
⊲   Lack of crossing guards
⊲   Lack of Rectangular Rapid 


Flashing Beacons
⊲   Lack of street lights around 


schools
⊲   Lack of designated left 


hand turn signals, which 
make crossing dangerous


⊲   Inadequate ADA drop-o� 
and pick-up areas around 
schools


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲  Add high visibility crosswalks 


around schools 
⊲   Education – have police 


o�cers engage with parents 
to educate them about safe 
behavoirs (and ticket people 
when necessary)


⊲   Creative student campaigns 
(e.g. ‘Don’t let your feet 
touch the hot lava / stay on 
the sidewalk)


⊲   Create one way streets at 
certain times


⊲   Support ongoing initiatives 
that parents and community 
members are already doing 
(e.g. Dads of Great Students, 
Walk/Bike Long Beach, etc.)


⊲   Learn from Culver City’s 
“Walk Three Blocks” 
program to encourage kids 
to walk to school


⊲   Follow Las Vegas’ model   
(25 MPH school zones 
around schools and bright 
fluorescent signs)


⊲   Train crossing guards


8
OCT 16, 2018
LBUSD OFFICES


ATTENDEES


LONG BEACH SCHOOLS


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲  Public education, positive, motivational PR (x6)*
⊲  Enforce current laws (x2)
⊲  Improved/bright lighting and signage 
⊲  Lower the speed limit around schools
⊲  Provide sta�ng, personnel, and resources
⊲  Have a dedicated resource / point of contact for safety 
     concerns relating to schools
⊲  Install crosswalks and left turn arrows


*  Use messaging that works (e.g. NextDoor app, Nixle messages, 
   and face-to-face conversations. Need to go to places where people are
   already gathering. (e.g. Back to School night, carnival, open houses). 
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   “Me first” attitude
⊲   Lack of situational 


awareness


Common Phone 
Calls / Complaints
⊲   Collisions
⊲   Congestion
⊲   Calls regarding unsafe 


street behavior (e.g. 
enforcement, jaywalking, 
speeding, etc.)


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Some residential streets 


are too narrow
⊲   Lane reductions and lane 


width reductions in some 
places make it di�cult for 
emergency response


⊲   Tra�c slowing devices can 
hinder emergency 
response


⊲   Most streets are designed 
to meet the mobility needs 
of the past


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Enforcement is critical and 


e�ective, but must be 
ongoing.  One study cited 
by participants showed that 
new driver behavior lasted 
only for about 6 months 
following a citation.


⊲   Red light cameras were 
removed, but participants 
were open to revisiting 
re-installation


⊲   LB Police are working with 
the non-profit organization, 
National Safety Council to 
implement educational 
training and programing


⊲   We need to change 
people's perspective on 
what’s important


2
OCT 18, 2018
CITY HALL


ATTENDEES


POLICE & FIRE


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲  Enforcement (need more funding)
⊲  Education (but must be coupled with enforcement) 
⊲  Education especially needed in high schools
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Disadvantaged Community Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Drivers not looking out for 


people in wheelchairs
⊲   Ice cream trucks stopping 


in the middle of the road 
causing cars to swerve 
around them


⊲   Conflicts between 
skateboarders and people 
using wheelchairs


⊲   People who are riding 
bicycles on the sidewalk


⊲   Buses driving too close to 
the sidewalk


⊲   Lack of yielding for 
pedestrians at crosswalks


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Lack of crosswalks
⊲   Lack of flashing beacons & 


other elements to raise 
pedestrian visibility


⊲   The areas that need 
improvements the most, are 
often the area with the least 
investment / improvements


⊲   Unprotected bicycle lanes 
(especially problematic for 
children)


⊲   Lack of sidewalk lighting
⊲   Short crosswalk timing
⊲   Utilities in sidewalk, which 


make people walk and ‘roll’ 
in the street


⊲   LB Transit stop benches 
and shelters sometimes 
likewise prohibit people 
from walking and ‘rolling’ on 
the sidewalk


⊲   Bicycle lanes that are 
separated but have poor 
visibility


⊲   Lack of multi-lingual 
signage


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Focus on areas where 


people are transferring 
from the bus to another 
mode


⊲   Consider people with 
di�erent mobility abilities


⊲   Visibility and the lack of it, 
along sidewalks, at 
corners, and other key 
points, is a critical thing to 
address. Two participants 
have been hit by cars, 
while in wheelchairs.


9
OCT 23, 2018
CARMELITOS HOUSING


ATTENDEES


CARMELITOS HOUSING


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲   Enforcement (x3)
⊲   Reduce vehicular speeds (x2)
⊲   Improve visibility at crosswalks
⊲   Educate drivers, especially about people in wheelchairs
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Public Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Attachment B4: Public Participation
Downtown Walkable Corners


City of Long Beach


Caltrans Active Transportation Program Cycle 5
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Long Beach Vision Zero Plan: High-Injury Corridors and Intersections with Disadvantaged Communities Layer


6th St, 7th St, Magnolia Ave, Pacific Ave, Atlantic Ave, and Long Beach Boulevard are all identified 
as high-injury streets and most include high-injury intersections as well. 







Public Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Attachment B4     |     ATP Cycle 5 4


Online Project Information and Public Feedback Survey
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Public Feedback Survey
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Public Feedback Survey and Interactive Map
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Survey Responses
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Direct Quotes from the Public
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


CX3


APPENDIX TO MOBILIT Y ELEMENT 
OF THE GENERAL PL AN


CITY OF LONG BEACH
 2017


Communities of Excellence in Nutrition, 
Physical Activity and Obesity Prevention


Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


7%


9%


9%
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


Priorities


IMPLEMENTATION 229


SAFETY


RECREATION


SOCIAL


Throughout the engagement process, 
safety was nearly unanimously 


the pedestrian environment and 
thus should form the foundation 
for any transportation project,  
program or policy.


There is a growing awareness of how 
noise, visual and air pollution at the 
very local scale to the regional scale 
effects public health and wellbeing. 
Our neighborhoods will need to 
become more livable to be truly 
more walkable.  


Much of the community discussion 
related to the economic benefits to 
walkable environments focused on 
commercial nodes within the study 
area including Anaheim Street, Willow 


Recreation was identified by the 
community as an important trait of 
a walkable environment as residents 
“just want to walk.” Serving this 
desire for physical activity can fuel 
healthier communities.


The sidewalk as a social space is a 
foreign concept to many in America 
today and thus was considered 
to be a minor characteristic of a 
 walkable community. For many, 
the sidewalk is part of the journey  
not the destination.


Many participants felt shifting 
from driving to more walking and 
biking, could significantly benefit 
the environment, thus  they wanted 
to learn how pedestrians could be 
better connected to their regular 
essentials.


The dark grey ring surrounding each 
of the priorities indicates the level 
of importance as identified by the 
community, from a scale of 1-6; 1 being 
"less important" and 6 being "very 
important".


by seniors and those with limited 
mobility, accessibility would be a core 
tenant for creating an inclusive and 
equitable pedestrian environment 


ACCESSIBILITY


While seemingly superficial, the 
most walkable communities are 
typically attractive and residents 
commonly expressed that interest for 
beauty to make their neighborhoods  
more walkable.


BEAUTY


LIVABILITY ENVIRONMENT


ECONOMIC
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PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT


Pedestrian
Toolkit


85


CHAPTER 4


DEVELOP A STREET DESIGN STANDARDS MANUAL TO REFLECT THE NEW  
STREET TYPOLOGIES THAT INCORPORATE THE CONCEPT OF COMPLETE STREETS.


The purpose of this Design Treatment 
Toolkit is to provide options for 
reconfiguring streets or portions 
thereof, to enhance pedestrian 
accessibility. The toolkit provides 
the foundation for a street design 
manual while providing planners, 


to apply different treatments in the 


the accompanying Local Pedestrian 
Infrastruc ture Tour empowers 
communities to create safe walking 
routes to park s,  school s,  food 
stores and local businesses in their 
neighborhoods. The toolkit presents 
potential solutions for different 


space or otherwise.  
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CX3 Pedestrian Plan


PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT134


By expanding the sidewalk area into the on-street parking 
lane, curb extensions shorten the distance to walk across the 
street, make it easier for drivers to see pedestrians and make 
drivers slow down when turning.


ANY STREET


Corner Curb
Extension
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PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT144


A crossing island is a raised curb island in the middle of the 
street that gives people a place to wait while crossing the 
street and allows people to cross one half at a time.


STREETS WITH AVAILABLE ROADWAY WIDTH


Crossing
Island
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Nine community pop-ups were 
conducted in October and November 
2018, to engage the Long Beach 
community about the Safe Streets 
Plan.  


The pop-ups consisted of: an 
information board that provided an 
overview of the project; an 
interactive question and answer 
space regarding pedestrian and 
bicyclist safety; a place to take the 
‘Safe Streets Pledge;’ and the Safe 
Streets Story Bench where 
participants could record a personal 
story relating to traffic violence.  


The pop-ups were held at existing 
community events throughout each 
of the nine Long Beach Council 
Districts (dates and locations, left).


Community 
Pop-ups9 Stories


35
Participants
650+Council District (CD) 2


Fourth Fridays
10/26


CD 7
Green Prize Festival


10/27


CD 3
Haute Dog 
Howl’oween Parade


10/28


CD 4
Los Altos 
Community Meeting


10/30


CD 6
Community Wellness 
Resource Fair


11/3


CD 1
Downtown 
Farmers Market


11/9


CD 9 
Veterans Day 
Parade & Celebration


11/10


CD 8
Bixby Knolls 
Farmers Market


11/15


CD 5
Festival of Flight


11/17


People would feel safer 
walking and biking in 
Long Beach if drivers 
were less distracted and 
would slow down


The City of Long Beach 
should prioritize better 
street design to improve 
traffic safety


Key Takeaways


SAFE 
STREETS 
LONG BEACH 
Story Bench Pop-Ups
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Public Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


What would make you feel safer walking 
and biking in Long Beach?


TOP 3 
RESPONSES


COMMUNITY FEEDBACK RESULTS


What do you think should be the City of 
Long Beach’s number one priority?


What will you do to make 
streets safer in Long Beach?


(Choose your top 3)


* “Other” responses that received more 
than one vote were (in order of 
popularity): better visibility, people 
obeyed traffic laws, less homelessness, 
better roundabouts / traffic circles, more 
alternative modes of travel, less litter, 
more parking, more walking paths for 
seniors.


Mindful driving and leaving 
enough time to get from 


point A to point B.
“ “


“
“


“
“


Be present when driving, 
biking, and walking.


Make sure children cross 
safely and be aware of 


any other dangers.


* “Other” responses 
than one vote were
popularity): better v
obeyed traffic laws
better roundabouts
alternative modes 


17% (136)


16% (129)


14% (111)


50% (92)


25.5% (47)


24% (44)


10.5% (82)


11% (88)


9.5% (75)


9% (73)


8.5% (69)


4.5% (36)


There were better 
street lighting


There were 
better sidewalks


Other*


Drivers were 
less distracted 


Vehicles would 
slow down 


Bicycles were 
separated 
from cars


There were 
more frequent 
and well marked 
crossings


People were 
more educated 
about safe 
behaviors


There was more traffic 
enforcement


Better street design to improve traffic safety


More and better education about traffic safety


More enforcement of traffic violations


1


2


3
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Stories 
Recorded35


STORIES
SNAPSHOT


Stories often mentioned:


The Safe Streets Story Bench was 
designed to record stories from the 
community about traffic violence and 
roadway safety in Long Beach. The 
stories were recorded anonymously 
and gave community members an 
opportunity to discuss their personal 
experiences, candidly.  The stories add 
a level of narrative and an emotional 
component to the Safe Streets project, 
which goes beyond voting about 
preferences for the project and input 
about roadway safety.  The emphasis of 
the bench is on understanding how 
traffic violence impacts our lives on a 
personal level and what can move us to 
take action. The story bench will soon 
transform from one that receives 
stories into one that plays them, 
allowing community members to listen 
to the recorded stories and learn about 
the project.


Education
Better Street Design


Bicycle & Vehicle


Most common mobility 
conflict was between:


Safety & Safe Behaviors


9 stories involving collisions


Safe Streets 
Story Bench
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


During the fall of 2018, the Safe Streets team assembled  
“listening sessions” with small groups of invited Long Beach 
stakeholders.  The goal was to talk through issues surrounding 
street safety - what behaviors and roadway designs promote 
unsafe conditions? What can the City do to improve safety? What 
is most important to focus on and what is the best way to address 
concerns?  Four listening sessions were held: a general session 
with community stakeholders; a session that focused on issues 
faced by school children, families, teachers, and administrators; a 
session with Long Beach Police and Fire; and a session at 
Carmelitos Housing in North Long Beach.


The small group settings allowed for candid and personal 
conversations.  Top themes are listed below (came up at each 
session).  The following pages summarize the conversations with 
key takeaways from each session.


SAFE 
STREETS 
LONG BEACH 


OVERVIEW:


UNSAFE BEHAVIORS
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Distracted drivers
⊲   General lack of education about safe streets behaviors
⊲   Lack of yielding for pedestrians at crosswalks 


UNSAFE ROADWAY DESIGN
⊲   Low visibility crosswalks
⊲   Conflict points between modes
⊲   Sub par bicycle facilities


TOP THEMES:27


SEPT 10, 2018


GENERAL 
MEETING


OCT 16, 2018
LB SCHOOLS


OCT 18, 2018
POLICE & FIRE


OCT 23, 2018


CARMELITOS 
HOUSING


ATTENDEES


LISTENING SESSIONS







Public Participation


Downtown Walkable Corners


Attachment B4     |     ATP Cycle 5 22


Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   “Getting-to-work” mentality
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Distracted drivers
⊲   Cyclists riding in wrong 


direction
⊲   Drivers not stopping at 


intersections
⊲   Drivers who don’t 


understand bike rules
⊲   Drivers who don’t 


understand how to 
navigate tra�c circles


⊲   Gender disparities in 
regards to how people are 
treated when riding a bike


⊲   Drivers of shared ride 
vehicles stopping in 
inappropriate locations


⊲   Skateboarders traveling 
unsafely


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Overly-wide travel lanes 


that encourage speeding
⊲   Low visibility areas for 


people on bikes (e.g. 
locations with grade issues, 
obstacles, blind turns, etc.)


⊲   Low visibility areas for 
people who are walking 
(e.g. blind driveways and  
alleys)


⊲   Sharrows – bike facilities 
should be more visible and 
more protected


⊲   Low quality of pavement
⊲   Truncated domes can be 


di�cult for people in 
walkers and in wheelchairs


⊲   Lack of bike signals
⊲   Lack of bus cut-outs
⊲   Di�cult transitions in and 


out of cycle tracks
⊲   Lack of bicycle signage
⊲   Incomplete bicycle network


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Education for people about 


bicycle rights
⊲   Education for youth to 


understand the rules of the 
road


⊲   Streets that are exclusively 
for pedestrians and cyclists


⊲   Programs and policies that 
consider gender, cultural, 
language, age, and class 
di�erences 


⊲   Facilities that are joined via 
a complete network, 
without gaps


8
SEPT 10, 2018
BIXBY PARK


ATTENDEES


GENERAL SESSION


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲   Driver education (x2)
⊲   Creating a full network of bicycle facilities
⊲   Dedicated bicycle boulevards
⊲   Speed reduction for  vehicles
⊲   Programs and policies that address the most dangerous intersections
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   Double parking parents 


during drop-o� and pick-up
⊲   Parents waiting in the bus 


loading zone
⊲   Distracted students 


walking while looking at 
cell phones


⊲   Students riding their bikes 
on the sidewalk because 
they don’t feel safe riding 
on the street


⊲   The shift changes of some 
police o�ciers occur 
during school drop-o� and 
pick-up times


⊲   Lack of police to support 
ongoing e�orts


⊲   Lack of yielding for 
pedestrians at crosswalks


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Lack of crosswalks
⊲   Lack of crosswalk signage 


and visibility
⊲   Lack of crossing guards
⊲   Lack of Rectangular Rapid 


Flashing Beacons
⊲   Lack of street lights around 


schools
⊲   Lack of designated left 


hand turn signals, which 
make crossing dangerous


⊲   Inadequate ADA drop-o� 
and pick-up areas around 
schools


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲  Add high visibility crosswalks 


around schools 
⊲   Education – have police 


o�cers engage with parents 
to educate them about safe 
behavoirs (and ticket people 
when necessary)


⊲   Creative student campaigns 
(e.g. ‘Don’t let your feet 
touch the hot lava / stay on 
the sidewalk)


⊲   Create one way streets at 
certain times


⊲   Support ongoing initiatives 
that parents and community 
members are already doing 
(e.g. Dads of Great Students, 
Walk/Bike Long Beach, etc.)


⊲   Learn from Culver City’s 
“Walk Three Blocks” 
program to encourage kids 
to walk to school


⊲   Follow Las Vegas’ model   
(25 MPH school zones 
around schools and bright 
fluorescent signs)


⊲   Train crossing guards


8
OCT 16, 2018
LBUSD OFFICES


ATTENDEES


LONG BEACH SCHOOLS


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲  Public education, positive, motivational PR (x6)*
⊲  Enforce current laws (x2)
⊲  Improved/bright lighting and signage 
⊲  Lower the speed limit around schools
⊲  Provide sta�ng, personnel, and resources
⊲  Have a dedicated resource / point of contact for safety 
     concerns relating to schools
⊲  Install crosswalks and left turn arrows


*  Use messaging that works (e.g. NextDoor app, Nixle messages, 
   and face-to-face conversations. Need to go to places where people are
   already gathering. (e.g. Back to School night, carnival, open houses). 
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Safe Streets Long Beach (A Vision Zero Initiative)


Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   “Me first” attitude
⊲   Lack of situational 


awareness


Common Phone 
Calls / Complaints
⊲   Collisions
⊲   Congestion
⊲   Calls regarding unsafe 


street behavior (e.g. 
enforcement, jaywalking, 
speeding, etc.)


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Some residential streets 


are too narrow
⊲   Lane reductions and lane 


width reductions in some 
places make it di�cult for 
emergency response


⊲   Tra�c slowing devices can 
hinder emergency 
response


⊲   Most streets are designed 
to meet the mobility needs 
of the past


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Enforcement is critical and 


e�ective, but must be 
ongoing.  One study cited 
by participants showed that 
new driver behavior lasted 
only for about 6 months 
following a citation.


⊲   Red light cameras were 
removed, but participants 
were open to revisiting 
re-installation


⊲   LB Police are working with 
the non-profit organization, 
National Safety Council to 
implement educational 
training and programing


⊲   We need to change 
people's perspective on 
what’s important


2
OCT 18, 2018
CITY HALL


ATTENDEES


POLICE & FIRE


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲  Enforcement (need more funding)
⊲  Education (but must be coupled with enforcement) 
⊲  Education especially needed in high schools
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Problematic 
Behaviors
⊲   Speeding vehicles
⊲   Drivers not looking out for 


people in wheelchairs
⊲   Ice cream trucks stopping 


in the middle of the road 
causing cars to swerve 
around them


⊲   Conflicts between 
skateboarders and people 
using wheelchairs


⊲   People who are riding 
bicycles on the sidewalk


⊲   Buses driving too close to 
the sidewalk


⊲   Lack of yielding for 
pedestrians at crosswalks


Problematic 
Street Design
⊲   Lack of crosswalks
⊲   Lack of flashing beacons & 


other elements to raise 
pedestrian visibility


⊲   The areas that need 
improvements the most, are 
often the area with the least 
investment / improvements


⊲   Unprotected bicycle lanes 
(especially problematic for 
children)


⊲   Lack of sidewalk lighting
⊲   Short crosswalk timing
⊲   Utilities in sidewalk, which 


make people walk and ‘roll’ 
in the street


⊲   LB Transit stop benches 
and shelters sometimes 
likewise prohibit people 
from walking and ‘rolling’ on 
the sidewalk


⊲   Bicycle lanes that are 
separated but have poor 
visibility


⊲   Lack of multi-lingual 
signage


Preferred 
Solutions
⊲   Focus on areas where 


people are transferring 
from the bus to another 
mode


⊲   Consider people with 
di�erent mobility abilities


⊲   Visibility and the lack of it, 
along sidewalks, at 
corners, and other key 
points, is a critical thing to 
address. Two participants 
have been hit by cars, 
while in wheelchairs.


9
OCT 23, 2018
CARMELITOS HOUSING


ATTENDEES


CARMELITOS HOUSING


Top Priorities for the Project
⊲   Enforcement (x3)
⊲   Reduce vehicular speeds (x2)
⊲   Improve visibility at crosswalks
⊲   Educate drivers, especially about people in wheelchairs
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Rank Corridor Start End Length              
(Miles)


Ped/Bike 
Crashes


Killed or Seriously 
Injured Crashes


1 Cherry Ave Anaheim St 19th St 0.62 43 8


2 Pacific Coast Hwy Pacific Ave Temple Ave 2.0 150 18


3 Anaheim St Hayes Ave Ximeno Ave 4.56 300 24


4 Pacific Ave Ocean Blvd Pacific Coast Hwy 1.57 75 10


5 7th St Federation Dr W Shoreline Dr 3.86 206 20


6 Redondo Ave 17th St 7th St 0.88 52 4


7 6th St Alamitos Ave Golden Ave 1.29 36 9


8 Santa Fe Ave Hill St 33rd St 1.4 40 7


9 Atlantic Ave 1st St 20th St 1.75 102 8


10 Long Beach Blvd Ocean Blvd Vernon St 2.5 126 11


11 Orizaba Ave Broadway E 7th St 0.71 8 3


12 Martin Luther King Jr. Ave 7th St 23rd St 1.7 69 7


13 Magnolia Ave Hill St Ocean Blvd 2.06 75 9


14 Orange Ave Hill St Ocean Blvd 2.11 76 8


15 Atlantic Ave Atlantic Pl Pleasant St 2.5 79 9


16 Willow St Atlantic Ave Western City Limit 2.15 85 8


17 Downey Ave South St Poppy St 0.6 8 2


18 Market St Long Beach Blvd Linden Ave 0.65 5 3


19 Long Beach Blvd Randolph Pl 69th Way 3.43 99 14


20 Artesia Blvd Gale Ave Indiana Ave 3.0 78 12


Top 20 High-Injury 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Corridors
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Where are Collisions Happening? 
Collisions are occurring on all of our streets, but certain 
streets have higher numbers of collisions, or more severe 
collisions, than others. Map 1 shows the top 20 high-injury 
corridors and intersections for pedestrians and bicyclists, 
and the top 20 for motorists and motorcycle riders. This map 
is based on both the frequency and severity of reported 
collisions that occurred on City roadways from 2013 to 
2017. There is a concentration of high-injury corridors and 
intersections in Downtown and Central Long Beach, which 


is likely related to the higher concentration of land uses 
which generate more walking, biking and driving activity. 
Also, North and West Long Beach have more high-injury 
corridors and intersections than East Long Beach. It’s 
important to note that many streets that pose a higher risk 
to people driving pose an even greater risk to people riding a 
motorcycle, biking, or walking. A complete list of these high-
injury corridors and intersections can be found in Appendix 
B.


Map 1. High-Injury Corridors and Intersections Map
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By expanding the sidewalk area into the on-street parking 


lane, curb extensions shorten the distance to walk across the 


street, make it easier for drivers to see pedestrians and make 


drivers slow down when turning.


ANY STREET


Corner Curb
Extension
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A crossing island is a raised curb island in the middle of the 


street that gives people a place to wait while crossing the 


street and allows people to cross one half at a time.


STREETS WITH AVAILABLE ROADWAY WIDTH


Crossing
Island
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M Metro Rail StationProject LimitsProject Area


Overview of the three categories of candidate corners as their present condition.


Oropeza
ES


Stevenson
ES


Civic Center


Library


Lincoln 
Park


Downtown 
Core


East Arts
Village


7th St


6th St


5th St


4th St


3rd St


Broadway


Ocean Blvd


Magnolia Ave
Pine Ave


Long Beach Blvd Atlantic Ave


Alamitos Ave


1st StM


M


M


M


Pedestrian Refuge created by cycle track
Corner with 1-sided angled parking (red highlight)
Corner with 2-sided angled parking (blue highlight)
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Oropeza
ES


Stevenson
ES


Civic Center


Library


Lincoln 
Park


Downtown 
Core


East Arts
Village


7th St


6th St


5th St


4th St


3rd St


Broadway


Ocean Blvd


Magnolia Ave
Pine Ave


Long Beach Blvd Atlantic Ave


Alamitos Ave


1st StM


M


M


M


M Metro Rail StationIntersections with one or more corners that have 1-Side Angled Parking


N


Project Limits


Existing Conditions: Corners that have 1-Side Angled Parking The project has identified 85  total corners
with 1-side angled parking.


Note the existing painted bulb-outs







Existing Conditions


Downtown Walkable Corners


Attachment E     |     ATP Cycle 5 4


Oropeza
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Lincoln 
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Downtown 
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7th St


6th St


5th St


4th St


3rd St


Broadway


Ocean Blvd


Magnolia Ave
Pine Ave


Long Beach Blvd Atlantic Ave


Alamitos Ave


1st StM


M


M


M


M Metro Rail StationIntersections with one or more corners that have 1-Side Angled Parking


N


Project Limits


Existing Conditions: Corners that have 1-Side Angled Parking The project has identified 85  total corners
with 1-side angled parking.


Existing bulb-out; Proposed bulb-out on far corner. Yellow crosswalk indicates school crossing.
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Oropeza
ES
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ES
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Lincoln 
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Downtown 
Core


East Arts
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7th St


6th St


5th St


4th St


3rd St


Broadway


Ocean Blvd


Magnolia Ave
Pine Ave


Long Beach Blvd Atlantic Ave


Alamitos Ave


1st StM


M


M


M


M Metro Rail StationIntersections with one or more corners that have 2-Side Angled Parking


N


Project Limits


Existing Conditions: Corners that have 2-Side Angled Parking The project has identified 13  total corners
with 2-side angled parking.


Existing bulb-out in downtown core.
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Oropeza
ES


Stevenson
ES


Civic Center


Library


Lincoln 
Park


Downtown 
Core


East Arts
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7th St


6th St


5th St


4th St


3rd St


Broadway


Ocean Blvd


Magnolia Ave
Pine Ave


Long Beach Blvd Atlantic Ave


Alamitos Ave


1st StM


M


M


M


M Metro Rail StationIntersections with one or more cycle track Pedestrian Refuge


Existing Conditions: Cycle Track Pedestrian Refuge


N


Project Limits


The project has identified 21 total pedestrian refuges.








Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 5 v1.3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Long Beach Date: 9/3/2020


Project Description: Dowtown Walkable Corners
Project Location: Downtown Long Beach


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible   Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct


Item 
No.


Item Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


1 Mobilization 1 LS $500,000.00 $500,000 100% $500,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS $250,000.00 $250,000 100% $250,000
3 Stormwater Protection Plan 1 LS $250,000.00 $250,000 100% $250,000
4 Project Management 1 LS $500,000.00 $500,000 100% $500,000
5 LS 100%
6 LS 100%
7 LS 100%
8 LS 100%
9 LS 100%


10 LS 100%
General Construction Items


11 Curb Ramp 202 EA $4,400.00 $888,800 100% $888,800
12 Sidewalk 109100 SF $10.00 $1,091,000 100% $1,091,000
13 Curb-Gutter 13550 LF $40.00 $542,000 100% $542,000
14 Excavation (6") 3055 CY $74.00 $226,070 100% $226,070
15 Slot Patch 1424 TON $100.00 $142,400 100% $142,400
16 Bioswale(materials,testing) 16845 SF $45.00 $758,025 100% $758,025
17 Signing and Striping (crosswalk) 1 LS $98,000.00 $98,000 100% $98,000
18 Landscaping 9952 SF $25.00 $248,800 100% $248,800
19 Relocate TS Pole (Adjust base) 142 EA $2,500.00 $355,000 100% $355,000
20 Adjust pullbox to grade 142 EA $500.00 $71,000 100% $71,000
21 Detectable Warning surface for Ped. Refuge island 46 EA $500.00 $23,000 100% $23,000
22 Curb 3450 LF $30.00 $103,500 100% $103,500
23 100%
24 100%
25 100%
26 100%
27 100%
28 100%
29 100%
30 100%
31 100%
32 100%
33 100%
34 100%
35 100%
36 100%
37 100%
38 100%
39 100%
40 100%
41 100%
42 100%
43 100%
44 100%
45 100%
46 100%
47 100%
48 100%
49 100%
50 100%
51 100%
52 100%


Subtotal of Construction Items: $6,047,595 $6,047,595


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): 10.00% $604,760 $604,760


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $6,652,355 $6,652,355


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): $250,000


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): $500,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs


Total PE: 750,000$           $750,000 11% 25% Max


250,000$                                      


500,000$                                      
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 5 v1.3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Long Beach Date: 9/3/2020


Project Description: Dowtown Walkable Corners
Project Location: Downtown Long Beach


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #:


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:


Acquisitions and Utilities:
Total RW: -$                      


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs


Construction Engineering (CE): $800,000 12% 15% Max 


 (PE+RW+CE) Total Project Delivery: $1,550,000 $1,550,000


Total Construction Costs: $6,652,355 $6,652,355


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Total Project Cost: $8,202,355


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form. 


Separate logic is required for each item  which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item #: Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


$8,202,355


-$                                                 


800,000$                                      


9/3/2020 2 of 2








 
 


 


562.570.6801 | mayor@longbeach.gov | @LongBeachMayor 
411 West Ocean Blvd, Long Beach, California 90802 


 
 
 
 
 
 
August 25, 2020 
 
California Department of Transportation 
Division of Local Assistance 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam 
1120 N Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
 


RE: Letter of Support for Downtown Long Beach Walkable Corners Active Transportation Program 
        (ATP) Cycle 5 Funding Request 
 
 


Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
I am writing to express my full support for the City of Long Beach’s ATP Cycle 5 grant application for the 
proposed design and construction of the Downtown Long Beach (DTLB) Walkable Corners Project. It has been a 
longtime priority for the City of Long Beach to build ways for people of all ages and abilities to easily and safely 
walk or ride a bicycle to any part of the city, especially our Downtown Long Beach core.  
 
A strong downtown core is what makes a city thrive. When people are able to access Downtown Long Beach’s 
business, shopping and entertainment destinations through convenient and safe options, they will be encouraged 
to use active transportation alternatives more often. Through the provision of curb extensions throughout the 
Downtown, the DTLB Walkable Corners project will become a critical component to the City’s vision of a safer 
and more livable community, while achieving the goals set by the Active Transportation Program. 
 
This project will provide crucial safety and walkability improvements to Downtown Long Beach. As the first 
project of its kind, DTLB Walkable Corners will shorten and enhance pedestrian crossings, physically narrow 
intersections to calm roadway traffic, and create opportunities to integrate green infrastructure throughout the 
Downtown area. The project will expand the pedestrian realm, and improve overall multi-modal safety and access 
around Downtown Long Beach. It also improves first-last mile connections to Downtown’s businesses, schools, 
libraries, bus stops, and Metro A Line (formerly Blue Line) stations, making our Downtown more accessible. 
 
I fully support the City’s application to seek funding for the design and construction of this project. Should you 
have any additional questions please contact my Chief of Staff, Diana Tang at diana.tang@longbeach.gov.  
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Mayor Robert Garcia 
City of Long Beach 
  







 


September	3,	2020	


Teresa	McWilliam	
California	Department	of	Transportation	(CalTrans)	
California	Transportation	Commission	
1120	N	Street	MS52	
Sacramento,	CA	95814	


ATP	Cycle	5	Project	Application	–	Letter	of	Support	
Downtown	Long	Beach	Walkable	Corridors	Project	


Dear	Ms.	McWilliam,	


On	 behalf	 of	 Walk	 Long	 Beach,	 the	 pedestrian	 safety	 and	 walkable	 communities	 advocacy	
organization,	 I	would	 like	 to	express	our	 strong	 support	 for	 the	City	of	Long	Beach’s	ATP	Cycle	5	
grant	application	 for	 the	design	and	construction	of	 the	proposed	Downtown	Long	Beach	(DTLB)	
Walkable	Corners	Project.		


The	City	of	Long	Beach	has	long	made	it	a	priority	to	realize	a	vision	where	people	of	all	ages	and	
abilities	 easily,	 comfortably,	 and	 safely	 walk	 and	 ride	 a	 bicycle	 as	 part	 of	 daily	 life.	 Through	 the	
provision	of	curb	extensions,	pedestrian	refuge	 islands,	and	bioswales	 throughout	 the	Downtown,	
the	 DTLB	Walkable	 Corners	 project	 will	 become	 a	 critical	 component	 to	 this	 vision	 of	 a	 livable	
community	and	achieves	the	goals	set	by	the	Active	Transportation	Program	and	implementation	of	
the	City’s	Downtown	Plan.		


We	 believe	 in	 the	 positive	 impact	 that	 this	 project	 can	 create	 by	 providing	 crucial	 safety	 and	
walkability	improvements	to	Downtown	Long	Beach.	As	the	Uirst	project	of	its	kind,	DTLB	Walkable	
Corners	 will	 shorten	 and	 enhance	 pedestrian	 crossings,	 physically	 narrow	 intersections	 to	 calm	
roadway	 trafUic,	 and	 create	 opportunities	 to	 integrate	 green	 infrastructure	 throughout	 the	
Downtown	area,	including	through	streets,	walk	streets	and	Ulex	streets,	alleys,	ways	and	courts	and	
paseos	in	Downtown.	


The	Downtown	Plan	and	Mobility	Element	both	consider	the	whole	of	Downtown	as	a	pedestrian-
oriented	district.	The	Downtown	Long	Beach	Walkable	Corners	project	will	 dramatically	 improve	
the	walkability	of	Long	Beach’s	city	center	through	the	installation	of	127	pedestrian	refuge	islands	
and	 bulb	 outs.	 The	 project	will	 reduce	 pedestrian	 crossing	 distances	 and	 vehicle	 turning	 speeds	
while	 also	 signiUicantly	 reducing	 level	 of	 stress	 among	 pedestrians.	 This	 is	 also	 an	 excellent	
opportunity	 to	 check	 on	 crossing	 timing	 and	 updating	 signal	 technology	 for	 key	 intersections	 in	
Downtown	 to	ensure	walkability	 is	optimized.	Given	 the	small	block	sizes	 in	Downtown,	 the	area	
has	the	potential	to	be	one	of	the	most	walkable	districts	in	Southern	California	with	these	proposed	
improvements.  


425	E.	4th	Street,	Unit	E	
Long	Beach,	CA	90802







Re:	Letter	of	Support	for	ATP	Cycle	5	Project	Application	
Downtown	Long	Beach	Walkable	Corridors	Project	
Page	 	2


Through	the	expansion	of	the	pedestrian	realm,	the	project	improves	overall	multi-modal	safety	and	
access	around	Downtown	Long	Beach.	DTLB	Walkable	Corners	–	designed	with	the	8	to	80	concept	
in	mind	–	focus	on	improvements	that	help	transform	streets	into	safe	and	comfortable	spaces	for	
anyone	 between	 the	 ages	 of	 8	 and	 80	 years	 old.	 In	 addition,	 it	 will	 improve	 Uirst-last	 mile	
connections	to	Downtown’s	businesses,	schools,	libraries,	bus	stops,	and	the	multiple	Metro	A	Line	
(formerly	Blue	Line)	stations,	1st	Street	transit	mall	and	bus	stops	throughout	Downtown.	


In	consideration	of	all	of	the	community	and	mobility	beneUits	this	project	will	generate	to	support	
Uirst/last	mile	mobility,	Walk	 Long	Beach	 fully	 supports	 the	 City’s	 efforts	 to	 seek	 funding	 for	 the	
design	and	construction	of	this	project.		Walk	Long	Beach	fully	supports	Long	Beach	Public	Works’s	
ATP	 Cycle	 5	 Project	 Application	 to	 transform	 the	 Downtown	 into	 an	 even	 more	 safe,	 vibrant	
walkable	and	more	bikeable	transit-oriented	development	district.	


Thank	you	for	your	consideration.	If	you	have	any	questions,	please	don’t	hesitate	to	contact	me	at	
562-912-6004	or	Steve@WalkLongBeach.org.	
Sincerely,	


	


Steve	Gerhardt,	AICP	
Executive	Director,	Walk	Long	Beach	


CC:	 Rachel	Junkin,	Transportation	Planner	II	
	 Public	Works	Transportation	Mobility	Bureau	



mailto:Steve@WalkLongBeach.org





 
August 25, 2020 
 
Caltrans 
Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N Street 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE:  Letter of Support for DTLB Walkable Corners 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 Funding Request 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of Long Beach Gray Panthers, I would like to express our strong support for the City of Long Beach’s 
ATP Cycle 5 grant application for the design and construction of the proposed Downtown Long Beach (DTLB) 
Walkable Corners Project.  
 
The City of Long Beach has long made it a priority to realize a vision where people of all ages and abilities 
easily, comfortably, and safely walk and ride a bicycle as part of daily life. Through the provision of curb 
extensions, pedestrian refuge islands, and bioswales throughout the Downtown, the DTLB Walkable Corners 
project will become a critical component to this vision of a livable community and achieves the goals set by the 
Active Transportation Program.   
 
We believe in the positive impact that this project can create by providing crucial safety and walkability 
improvements to Downtown Long Beach. As the first project of its kind, DTLB Walkable Corners will shorten 
and enhance pedestrian crossings, physically narrow intersections to calm roadway traffic, and create 
opportunities to integrate green infrastructure throughout the Downtown area.    
 
Through the expansion of the pedestrian realm, the project improves overall multi-modal safety and access 
around Downtown Long Beach. DTLB Walkable Corners – designed with the 8 to 80 concept in mind – focus 
on improvements that help transform streets into safe and comfortable spaces for anyone between the ages of 8 
and 80 years old. In addition, it will improve first-last mile connections to Downtown’s businesses, schools, 
libraries, bus stops, and Metro A Line (formerly Blue Line) stations.  
 
In consideration of all of the community benefits this project will generate, the Long Beach Gray Panthers fully 
supports the City’s efforts to seek funding for the design and construction of this project.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karen J. Reside 
 
Karen Reside, Secretary 







 


 


 
 


 


Bikeable Communities is a 501c3 Non-Profit Organization 


TAX ID# 95-4681004 


September 3, 2020 
 
Caltrans 
Division of Local Assistance 
1120 N Street 
Attn: Teresa McWilliam 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE:  Letter of Support for DTLB Walkable Corners 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 Funding Request 
 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of BIKEable Communities, I would like to express our strong support for the City of 
Long Beach’s ATP Cycle 5 grant application for the design and construction of the proposed 
Downtown Long Beach (DTLB) Walkable Corners Project.  
 
The City of Long Beach is recognized as one of the most walk friendly cities in the country.  But we 
can clearly do better. We can increase the number of people who walk on a regular basis by making 
our intersections more walker friendly through the provision of curb extensions, pedestrian refuge 
islands, and bioswales throughout the Downtown. 
 
The DTLB Walkable Corners project will become a critical component to our vision of a livable 
community and achieves the goals set by the Active Transportation Program.   
 
We believe in the positive impact that this project can create by providing crucial safety and 
walkability improvements to Downtown Long Beach. As the first project of its kind, DTLB 
Walkable Corners will shorten and enhance pedestrian crossings, physically narrow intersections to 
calm roadway traffic, and create opportunities to integrate green infrastructure throughout the 
Downtown area.    
 
Through the expansion of the pedestrian realm, the project improves overall multi-modal safety and 
access around Downtown Long Beach. DTLB Walkable Corners – designed with the 8 to 80 
concept in mind – focus on improvements that help transform streets into safe and comfortable 
spaces for anyone between the ages of 8 and 80 years old. In addition, it will improve first-last mile 
connections to Downtown’s businesses, schools, libraries, bus stops, and Metro A Line (formerly 
Blue Line) stations.  
 
In consideration of all of the community benefits this project will generate, BIKEable Communiteis 
fully supports the City’s efforts to seek funding for the design and construction of this project.  
 
Sincerely, 
 


G. Allan Crawford 
 


Allan Crawford 
BIKEable Communities 
 
 


www.bik
eablecom
munities.
org	
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


 


 


 


September 8, 2020 


Mr. Toks Omishakin 
Director 
California Department of Transportation  
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 Application  


Dear Director Omishakin: 


The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) supports the Active 


Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 funding request for the Downtown Walkable Corners project in 


the City of Long Beach. 


We are committed to promoting goals such as increasing safety and mobility, enhancing public health, 


and helping achieve greenhouse gas reduction across all of our communities. Active transportation is 


key to achieving these outcomes.  


In furthering these regional goals, we have developed multiple initiatives and programs to address 


issues associated with bicycling and walking trips, including the Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 


Complete Streets Policy, Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy, First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, Safe 


Routes to School Pilot Program, 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP), and our Vision 


2028 Plan. We implement these policies as part of a larger regional effort to support the Southern 


California Association of Governments’ 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 


Communities Strategy (2020 RTP/SCS) which identifies active transportation as key to addressing 


Southern California’s mobility challenges. 


This project is consistent with our plans and policies and the 2020 RTP/SCS, as well as the shared 


priorities and goals of our agency and the ATP. We endorse the efforts and contribution of the City of 


Long Beach towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request favorable 


consideration of this project for ATP funding. 


Sincerely, 


 


Phillip A. Washington 
Chief Executive Officer
 
















Monday, August 31, 2020 at 10:29:22 Pacific Daylight Time
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Subject: Re: ATP Cycle 5 - Downtown Walkable Corners - Conserva:on Corp Par:cipa:on
Date: Thursday, August 27, 2020 at 3:18:38 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: David Sall
To: Rachel Junken
CC: dknapp@cclb-corps.org


-EXTERNAL-


Hi Rachel,


We would love to be part of the Downtown Walkable Corners project and confirm that we are able to par:cipate in the
areas you outlined. 


Thanks very much!


David Sall


Director of Opera:ons


Conserva:on Corps of Long Beach


340 Nieto Avenue, Long Beach, CA 90814


Office: 562-986-1249 ext. 122


dsall@cclb-corps.org
 
he l him l his


On Thu, Aug 27, 2020 at 11:12 AM Rachel Junken <Rachel.Junken@longbeach.gov> wrote:
Hi David,


Please find the attached form, map and plans for the proposed Downtown Walkable Corners project, which the
City of Long Beach is submitting for ATP Cycle 5 funding. Please confirm if the Long Beach Conservation Corps’
is able to participate in this project.


Rachel Junken
Transportation Planner II


Public Works | Transportation Mobility Bureau
411 W. Ocean Blvd, 4th Floor | Long Beach, CA 90802
Office: (562) 570-6173



mailto:dsall@cclb-corps.org

mailto:Rachel.Junken@longbeach.gov
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Project Area


Overview of the three categories of candidate corners as their present condition.
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Existing Condition Proposed Improvement


1st Street & Elm Ave


1st Street & Atlantic Ave


1st Street & Lime Ave
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Existing Condition Proposed Improvement


Broadway & Linden Ave


Broadway & Pacific Ave


Broadway & Cedar Ave
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Existing Condition Proposed Improvement


4th Street & Elm Ave


5th Street & Linden Ave


5th Street & Magnolia Ave
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Downtown Long Beach Transit Mall


Newly completed mixed-use high-density housing


Metro A Line and two mixed-use high-density housing 
developments currently under construction (fall 2020)


Newly completed mixed-use high-density housing


The Shoreline Gateway Tower will be the tallest building in 
Long Beach once completed (currently in construction)


Newly completed Billie Jean King Main Public Library
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The Current - recently completed mixed-use high-density 
development


East Arts Village is a popular downtown Long Beach 
destination


Long Beach Civic Center redevelopment plan currently in 
construction


AMLI Apartments, recently completed mixed-use high-density 
development


Broadway Block development is currently in construction and 
will add offices, mixed-use retail/residental units, and public 
space


Pine Ave is the heart of the Downtown entertainment district
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Broadway Block rendering; the project is currently under 
construction


Westside Gateway site on the westside of Downtown Long 
Beach


Westside Gateway rendering


Westside Gateway rendering


3rd St & Broadway Downtown Cycle Tracks: Bike Turn Boxes3rd St & Broadway Downtown Cycle Tracks: Bus Islands
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3rd St & Broadway Downtown Cycle Tracks: Bike Counter Totem
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1 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


6/14/2015 12:50 Sunday LONG BEACH BLVD 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Sideswipe Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


2/9/2015 13:32 Monday PACIFIC AVE 5TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Bicyclist Driver


2/25/2015 22:25 Wednesday BROADWAY
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/13/2015 08:15 Friday BROADWAY
LINDEN 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/17/2015 Tuesday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 Unknown No Other Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


3/23/2015 19:55 Monday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0 Severe Injury 1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/26/2015 10:29 Thursday 7TH ST
VIRGINIA 


CT
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Driver


4/18/2015 13:27 Saturday PACIFIC AVE 6TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1 Not Stated


Misdemea
nor


Not Stated Not Stated Not Stated Bicyclist Pedestrian


4/14/2015 20:59 Tuesday 4TH ST PINE AVE 129
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


4/19/2015 16:10 Sunday 6TH ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Unsafe 
Speed


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


5/1/2015 15:01 Friday 7TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/2/2015 10:32 Saturday BROADWAY
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
8 Severe Injury 1 0 1


Unsafe 
Starting or 


Backing
No Broadside Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/31/2015 01:04 Sunday 6TH ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


6/1/2015 04:43 Monday BROADWAY CT 1ST ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


6/5/2015 15:16 Friday BROADWAY ALAMO CT 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


6/11/2015 12:24 Thursday 6TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Auto R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


6/13/2015 22:36 Saturday LONG BEACH BLVD 4TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk Not At 


Intersection
Driver Bicyclist


1/3/2015 17:05 Saturday ALAMITOS AVE 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Bicyclist Driver


6/22/2015 11:51 Monday ALAMITOS AVE 5TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/7/2015 18:10 Tuesday 3RD ST OLIVE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


7/24/2015 08:33 Friday BROADWAY
THE 


PROMENA
DE NORTH


0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Unsafe 
Starting or 


Backing
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian Not Stated Driver Pedestrian


8/5/2015 08:47 Wednesday 5TH ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


8/16/2015 01:57 Sunday MAGNOLIA AVE 6TH ST 0 Severe Injury 1 0 1
Driving 
Under 


Influence
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


8/19/2015 00:17 Wednesday 6TH ST
LOCUST 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Improper 
Turning


No Hit Object Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist







2 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


9/11/2015 17:40 Friday 7TH ST ELM AVE 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


9/13/2015 10:32 Sunday 1ST ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE (N)
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 2
Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


9/16/2015 18:31 Wednesday 3RD ST MAINE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


9/17/2015 17:04 Thursday 3RD ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


9/25/2015 23:17 Friday 3RD ST
GOLDEN 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0
Improper 
Turning


No Sideswipe
Other 
Motor 
Vehicle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Driver


9/21/2015 07:43 Monday MAGNOLIA AVE 5TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
2 0 2


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle Not Stated Driver Bicyclist


9/29/2015 23:04 Tuesday LIME AVE 7TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


10/1/2015 16:50 Thursday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Unsafe 
Speed


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/31/201
5


04:49 Saturday ALAMITOS AVE 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
2 0 Unknown No Broadside


Other 
Motor 
Vehicle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Driver


10/17/201
5


01:44 Saturday PINE AVE 5TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/26/201
5


21:50 Monday PACIFIC AVE 5TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


11/4/2015 07:22 Wednesday 6TH ST OLIVE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


12/6/2015 14:44 Sunday CHESTNUT AVE 4TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


12/16/201
5


07:35 Wednesday MAGNOLIA AVE 3RD ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


12/20/201
5


15:54 Sunday 6TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


0 Severe Injury 1 0 2
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle In Road Driver Bicyclist


1/7/2015 07:00 Wednesday 1ST ST PINE AVE 45
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Pedestrian 
Violation


No Sideswipe Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver


1/12/2015 11:21 Monday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle Not Stated Driver Bicyclist


1/13/2015 19:20 Tuesday 6TH ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
180 Severe Injury 0 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


1/19/2015 09:20 Monday 4TH ST
LINDEN 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


1 0 2
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver


1/26/2015 22:50 Monday BROADWAY PINE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
0 0 1


Unsafe 
Lane 


Change
No Sideswipe Pedestrian In Road Driver Driver


4/1/2015 20:23 Wednesday 7TH ST
LOCUST 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


0 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


1/30/2016 19:13 Saturday PACIFIC AVE 1ST ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2 Lights No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle Not In Road Driver Bicyclist


2/10/2016 18:20 Wednesday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian







3 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


8/17/2016 10:26 Wednesday LONG BEACH BLVD 7TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside


Other 
Motor 
Vehicle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Driver


2/17/2016 15:05 Wednesday MAGNOLIA AVE 4TH ST 0 Severe Injury 1 0 1
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


No Broadside Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


9/4/2016 08:03 Sunday 3RD ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Unsafe 
Speed


Misdemea
nor


Rear-End
Other 
Motor 
Vehicle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Driver


3/6/2016 23:25 Sunday 4TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Improper 
Turning


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


3/16/2016 15:44 Wednesday BROADWAY CEDAR AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


4/26/2016 20:40 Tuesday LONG BEACH BLVD 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


5/10/2016 21:28 Tuesday LONG BEACH BLVD 4TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown


Misdemea
nor


Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


5/12/2016 23:28 Thursday ATLANTIC AVE 7TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/19/2016 07:50 Tuesday LONG BEACH BLVD 3RD ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Other 
Hazardous 
Movement


No Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


7/27/2016 19:00 Wednesday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


8/9/2016 09:24 Tuesday 3RD ST
PACIFIC 


AVE
100


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Other 


Hazardous 
Movement


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


8/19/2016 14:53 Friday 7TH ST


MARTIN 
LUTHER 
KING JR 


AVE


30
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown Felony Other Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


9/4/2016 17:00 Sunday 7TH ST PALMER CT 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1 Unknown Felony Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


9/9/2016 17:18 Friday 7TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


9/30/2016 14:31 Friday CHESTNUT AVE 6TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


10/6/2016 18:39 Thursday 1ST ST LIME AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Unsafe 
Speed


No Rear-End Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


10/15/201
6


20:30 Saturday LONG BEACH BLVD 6TH ST 0 Severe Injury 1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/19/201
6


08:15 Wednesday PACIFIC AVE
BROADWA


Y
0 Fatal 0 1 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/20/201
6


20:39 Thursday 6TH ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist







4 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


11/13/201
6


17:10 Sunday 4TH ST ELM AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


12/10/201
6


12:34 Saturday 6TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
153


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


12/14/201
6


14:59 Wednesday 7TH ST OLIVE AVE 174
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


1/16/2017 15:58 Monday 4TH ST LIBERTY CT 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Not Stated No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


2/10/2017 20:32 Friday 5TH ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No Not Stated Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


2/17/2017 20:29 Friday ATLANTIC AVE 5TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 Unknown No Head-On Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/4/2017 17:52 Saturday 7TH ST OLIVE AVE 0 Fatal 0 1 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/12/2017 20:30 Sunday 3RD ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Improper 
Turning


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


4/1/2017 18:12 Saturday PACIFIC AVE
BROADWA


Y
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Improper 
Turning


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian Not In Road Driver Pedestrian


4/9/2017 16:40 Sunday 5TH ST PINE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle In Road Driver Driver


4/12/2017 06:50 Wednesday 7TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Improper 
Turning


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


4/13/2017 21:48 Thursday 3RD ST


THE 
PROMENA
DE NORTH 


(E)


0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Improper 
Turning


No Rear-End Pedestrian
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Driver


4/16/2017 19:04 Sunday PINE AVE 3RD ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No Sideswipe Bicycle In Road Driver Bicyclist


4/26/2017 22:19 Wednesday ALAMITOS AVE 4TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


4/29/2017 22:08 Saturday 4TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


5/6/2017 22:37 Saturday BROADWAY LIME AVE 155
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


5/11/2017 06:54 Thursday ALAMITOS AVE 4TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
0 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/21/2017 17:00 Sunday ELM AVE 7TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


Misdemea
nor


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


1/5/2018 09:34 Friday 7TH ST
LINDEN 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian







5 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


1/11/2018 11:13 Thursday BROADWAY
ATLANTIC 


AVE
30


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No Other Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


2/24/2018 15:17 Saturday 4TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/27/2018 09:52 Tuesday BROADWAY LIME AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Other Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/12/2018 20:58 Monday 3RD ST
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


3/23/2018 16:24 Friday 7TH ST


MARTIN 
LUTHER 
KING JR 


AVE


0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Other 
Improper 


Driving
Felony Head-On Pedestrian Not Stated Driver Pedestrian


4/7/2018 14:52 Saturday 6TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Pedestrian 
Violation


No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


4/14/2018 18:31 Saturday 3RD ST SOLANA CT 45 Severe Injury 1 0 1
Unsafe 
Speed


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


4/27/2018 16:23 Friday ATLANTIC AVE 5TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/3/2018 08:37 Thursday LONG BEACH BLVD 6TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/11/2018 17:35 Friday 4TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
18


Property 
Damage Only


0 0
Other Than 


Driver
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


5/22/2018 16:41 Tuesday ALAMITOS AVE
BROADWA


Y
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


6/11/2018 18:16 Monday 4TH ST
VIRGINIA 


CT
34 Severe Injury 1 0 1


Unsafe 
Speed


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


6/14/2018 11:40 Thursday
THE PROMENADE 


NORTH
3RD ST (E) 0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Improper 


Passing
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


6/15/2018 07:09 Friday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No Hit Object Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/14/2018 02:03 Saturday LONG BEACH BLVD 3RD ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/15/2018 00:05 Sunday PACIFIC AVE 5TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


8/6/2018 04:06 Monday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
9


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


8/7/2018 19:09 Tuesday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
7


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian







6 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


8/21/2018 18:44 Tuesday ATLANTIC AVE 6TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


9/8/2018 17:29 Saturday 3RD ST
TRIBUNE 


CT
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Unsafe 
Speed


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


9/27/2018 14:30 Thursday LONG BEACH BLVD 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


10/12/201
8


08:50 Friday 6TH ST MARS CT 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


10/17/201
8


08:28 Wednesday MAGNOLIA AVE 5TH ST 0 Severe Injury 1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony Sideswipe Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/23/201
8


07:40 Tuesday 3RD ST
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


Felony Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/31/201
8


08:55 Wednesday BROADWAY LIME AVE 7
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Sideswipe Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/31/201
8


11:30 Wednesday 7TH ST OLIVE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Other 
Hazardous 
Movement


No Sideswipe Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


11/3/2018 02:32 Saturday 4TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


Felony Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


11/5/2018 15:27 Monday 7TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Head-On Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


11/21/201
8


13:27 Wednesday 5TH ST DAISY AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


11/22/201
8


00:46 Thursday 7TH ST
LINDEN 


AVE
60


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


11/23/201
8


11:04 Friday LONG BEACH BLVD
BROADWA


Y
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


11/28/201
8


17:25 Wednesday OLIVE AVE 5TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


12/6/2018 18:28 Thursday 7TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Bicycle


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


12/6/2018 19:49 Thursday SOLANA CT 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2 Not Stated No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian Not Stated Driver Other


12/7/2018 20:27 Friday BROADWAY
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


50
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Unsafe 
Speed


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian In Road Driver


Parked 
Vehicle


12/13/201
8


15:43 Thursday 4TH ST OLIVE AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Head-On Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


12/14/201
8


02:20 Friday LONG BEACH BLVD 3RD ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


12/21/201
8


20:13 Friday ALAMITOS AVE 5TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian







7 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


12/22/201
8


20:22 Saturday 4TH ST PINE AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Unsafe 
Starting or 


Backing
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


12/31/201
8


22:40 Monday ATLANTIC AVE 1ST ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/2/2019 00:30 Saturday MAINE AVE 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Unsafe 
Speed


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian Not In Road Driver Pedestrian


2/10/2019 10:00 Sunday PINE AVE 5TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


2/18/2019 21:29 Monday ATLANTIC AVE 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/19/2019 08:56 Tuesday MAGNOLIA AVE
BROADWA


Y
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/20/2019 12:42 Wednesday 3RD ST LIME AVE 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


2/21/2019 16:36 Thursday 5TH ST
VIRGINIA 


CT
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 2
Other 


Improper 
Driving


Misdemea
nor


Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Bicyclist


3/1/2019 10:18 Friday 5TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 


BLVD (N)
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/4/2019 12:43 Monday 6TH ST DAISY AVE 12
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No Hit Object Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/5/2019 06:59 Tuesday 6TH ST
LOCUST 


AVE
0 Severe Injury 1 0 2


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


3/8/2019 10:43 Friday BROADWAY
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
5


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/9/2019 15:33 Saturday 3RD ST ELM AVE 0 Severe Injury 1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/15/2019 08:06 Friday PINE AVE 6TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/25/2019 21:54 Monday 7TH ST
WASHINGT


ON PL
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


4/12/2019 10:50 Friday 3RD ST
GOLDEN 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


5/14/2019 19:13 Tuesday 4TH ST ELM AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Head-On Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian







8 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


5/17/2019 08:50 Friday 4TH ST ELM AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


6/6/2019 16:13 Thursday BROADWAY
LINDEN 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


6/8/2019 21:24 Saturday PINE AVE 7TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 2


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


6/22/2019 14:33 Saturday 7TH ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0 Severe Injury 2 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/19/2019 15:30 Friday 5TH ST
CRYSTAL 


CT
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


7/21/2019 13:24 Sunday 6TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1
Improper 
Turning


No Other Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


8/6/2019 13:26 Tuesday BROADWAY
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 2
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


8/12/2019 12:30 Monday ALAMITOS AVE 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


8/29/2019 00:14 Thursday 6TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


190
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0


Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


9/1/2019 17:47 Sunday 1ST ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
160


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


9/6/2019 15:27 Friday 7TH ST
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


9/16/2019 18:03 Monday PACIFIC AVE 3RD ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


9/25/2019 13:56 Wednesday ELM AVE 3RD ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 2


Traffic 
Signals and 


Signs
No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle In Road Driver Bicyclist


9/29/2019 00:18 Sunday 7TH ST


MARTIN 
LUTHER 
KING JR 


AVE


33 Severe Injury 1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing Not In 
Crosswalk


Driver Pedestrian


10/8/2019 15:03 Tuesday ATLANTIC AVE 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/10/201
9


17:16 Thursday 7TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


132
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2 Unknown No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Bicycle Not Stated Driver Bicyclist


10/15/201
9


08:25 Tuesday 3RD ST OLIVE AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Sideswipe Bicycle In Road Driver Bicyclist


11/28/201
9


10:53 Thursday ALAMITOS AVE 4TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


11/29/201
9


13:01 Friday 6TH ST WAITE CT 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Bicyclist


12/19/201
9


16:48 Thursday 4TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0
Unsafe 
Lane 


Change
No Sideswipe Bicycle In Road Driver Bicyclist


12/21/201
9


18:59 Saturday PACIFIC AVE 4TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist







9 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


1/4/2020 13:50 Saturday 3RD ST PINE AVE 200
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


12/31/201
9


18:00 Tuesday PINE AVE 3RD ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


Felony Other Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


1/15/2020 12:04 Wednesday BROADWAY
PACIFIC 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2 Unknown No Sideswipe Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


1/21/2020 16:52 Tuesday ATLANTIC AVE
BROADWA


Y
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


1/30/2020 23:05 Thursday BROADWAY
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/4/2020 19:25 Tuesday 7TH ST DAISY AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/8/2020 11:13 Saturday MAGNOLIA AVE 3RD ST 0 Fatal 0 1 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


No Other Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


2/8/2020 17:01 Saturday PINE AVE 7TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Not Stated Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/4/2020 16:08 Wednesday PACIFIC AVE 7TH ST 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Broadside Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


3/6/2020 12:27 Friday 5TH ST CEDAR AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 Unknown No Broadside Pedestrian Not In Road Driver Pedestrian


4/25/2020 19:11 Saturday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
90


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Improper 
Turning


No Rear-End Pedestrian
Crossing Not In 


Crosswalk
Driver Pedestrian


5/15/2020 14:30 Friday LIME AVE 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Not Stated Bicycle
Crossing In 


Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Bicyclist


5/26/2020 23:22 Tuesday 6TH ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0 Fatal 0 1 1


Driving 
Under 


Influence
Felony Other Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk At 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


6/25/2020 23:06 Thursday 7TH ST


MARTIN 
LUTHER 
KING JR 


AVE


0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown Felony Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


7/22/2020 07:57 Wednesday 7TH ST CEDAR AVE 0
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Other Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


7/24/2020 17:37 Friday 7TH ST LIME AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 2


Wrong 
Side of 
Road


No Not Stated Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


7/25/2020 12:32 Saturday LIME AVE 7TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


7/11/2017 20:47 Tuesday CHESTNUT AVE 7TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


Misdemea
nor


Sideswipe Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist







10 DTWC - Ped Bike Collision List - Cycle 5 ATP


Date Time
Collision Day of 


Week
Primary Road


Secondary 
Road


Distance in 
Feet


Highest 
Degree of 


Injury


Number 
Injured


Number 
Killed


Party at 
Fault


Primary 
Collision 


Factor


Hit and 
Run


Collision 
Type


Involved 
With


Pedestrian Action
Party Type 


1
Party Type 


2


7/2/2017 21:27 Sunday ALAMITOS AVE 5TH ST 0
Property 


Damage Only
0 0 Other No


Vehicle - 
Pedestrian


Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


7/19/2017 13:07 Wednesday 6TH ST
LOCUST 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No Other Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


7/23/2017 18:22 Sunday PINE AVE 1ST ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian Not in Road Driver Pedestrian


8/15/2017 06:45 Tuesday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 Other No Not Stated Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


8/21/2017 18:23 Monday BROADWAY
ALAMITOS 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Unknown No Sideswipe Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


8/5/2017 20:22 Saturday 6TH ST PINE AVE 0 Severe Injury 1 0 2
Pedestrian 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


8/29/2017 10:10 Tuesday 7TH ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
73


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


Felony Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


9/7/2017 13:47 Thursday 7TH ST
ALAMITOS 


AVE
4


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2 Unknown No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


9/6/2017 21:36 Wednesday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Property 
Damage Only


0 0 1 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


9/27/2017 16:10 Wednesday 3RD ST
MAGNOLIA 


AVE
0


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 1
Ped R/W 
Violation


Felony
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


Crossing In 
Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/16/201
7


10:00 Monday 4TH ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
12


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0
Other Than 


Driver or 
Ped


No Head-On Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


10/22/201
7


07:57 Sunday 7TH ST OLIVE AVE 3
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 1


Auto R/W 
Violation


No
Vehicle - 


Pedestrian
Pedestrian


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


10/10/201
7


21:00 Tuesday 3RD ST
CHESTNUT 


AVE
0


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 1
Auto R/W 
Violation


Misdemea
nor


Not Stated Pedestrian
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


10/25/201
7


10:04 Wednesday 6TH ST ELM AVE 0 Severe Injury 1 0 2
Improper 
Turning


No Broadside Pedestrian Not in Road Driver Driver


11/5/2017 01:52 Sunday 4TH ST
LONG 
BEACH 
BLVD


5
Other Visible 


Injury
1 0 Unknown No Broadside Bicycle


No Pedestrian 
Involved


Driver Bicyclist


11/15/201
7


15:19 Wednesday 7TH ST
ATLANTIC 


AVE
200


Other Visible 
Injury


1 0 Other No Broadside Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


11/6/2017 07:03 Monday LIBERTY CT 6TH ST 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Unsafe 
Speed


Misdemea
nor


Not Stated Pedestrian In Road Driver Pedestrian


11/29/201
7


08:07 Wednesday 3RD ST
PACIFIC 


AVE
7


Complaint of 
Pain


1 0 2
Traffic 


Signals and 
Signs


No Other Bicycle
No Pedestrian 


Involved
Driver Bicyclist


12/19/201
7


08:42 Tuesday 7TH ST LIME AVE 0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Ped R/W 
Violation


No Other Pedestrian
Crossing In 


Crosswalk at 
Intersection


Driver Pedestrian


12/23/201
7


01:19 Saturday BROADWAY
THE 


PROMENA
DE NORTH


0
Complaint of 


Pain
1 0 1


Improper 
Turning


No Sideswipe Pedestrian Not in Road Driver Driver








Re: ATP Cycle 5 - Downtown Walkable Corners - Conservation Corp
Participation


Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Thu 9/3/2020 2:48 PM
To:  ATP@CCC <ATP@ccc.ca.gov>
Cc:  Rachel Junken <Rachel.Junken@longbeach.gov>


-EXTERNAL-


Hi Rachel,


David Sall of Conservation Corps Long Beach has indicated that it is feasible for the corps
to assist with this project, if the project receives funding. Please include this email in your
records. 


If the project receives funding, and to further coordinate with the corps, please contact
David Sall (dsall@cclb-corps.org).


Thank you,


Natalie 


On Thu, Aug 27, 2020 at 2:29 PM ATP@CCC <ATP@ccc.ca.gov> wrote:


Hi Rachel,


Thank you for sending this information to the California Conservation Corps. I will route this
request to our field staff to determine if/ how the CCC can assist and respond as soon as
possible.


Best Regards,


 


ANTHONY PHAM


Local Corps Grant Coordinator, Bonds & Grants Unit


Emergency and Environmental Programs


Pronouns: He/Him/His


Firefox https://outlook.office365.com/mail/deeplink?version=20200907002...
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1719 24th Street


Sacramento, CA 95816


P: (916) 341-3231  


Anthony.Pham@ccc.ca.gov


ccc.ca.gov


 


From: Rachel Junken <Rachel.Junken@longbeach.gov>
Sent: Thursday, August 27, 2020 11:13 AM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: ATP Cycle 5 - Downtown Walkable Corners - Conservation Corp Participation


 


Hi,


Please find the attached form, map and plans for the proposed Downtown Walkable Corners project,
which the City of Long Beach is submitting for ATP Cycle 5 funding. Please confirm if the California
Conservation Corps’ is able to participate in this project.


Rachel Junken


Transportation Planner II


 


Public Works | Transportation Mobility Bureau


Firefox https://outlook.office365.com/mail/deeplink?version=20200907002...
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411 W. Ocean Blvd, 4th Floor | Long Beach, CA 90802


Office: (562) 570-6173


--


Emily Ghani | Program Associate
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 309
Sacramento, CA 95814
916-426-9170 x711 (W) | 916-223-4843 (M)
916-720-0331 Direct Fax
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


Notice: This electronic message, any attachments, or images is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review,
use, disclosure or distribution of this message is prohibited and may be against the law. If you
are not the intended recipient, please notify us by telephone at (916) 426-9170 or by replying to
the original email, and destroy all copies (electronic and print) of the original message.


Firefox https://outlook.office365.com/mail/deeplink?version=20200907002...


3 of 3 9/13/20, 1:08 PM





..\..\Images\ATP Logo.png
Active Transportation Program California Logo
Page  of 
v3.7
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 5 APPLICATION FORM
LAPG 22-U (REV 08/2020)
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001, Revised February 2018Version 1.0
Page  of 
v3.7
..\..\Images\ATP Logo.png
Active Transportation Program California Logo
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 5 APPLICATION FORM
LAPG 22-U (REV 08/2020)
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 4 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001, Revised February 2018Version 1.0
A T P funded components
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
Infrastructure
PA&ED
P A and E D
PS&E
P S and E
R/W
R and or W
CON
CON
Non-Infrastructure
non infrastructure
Plan
Plan
A T P Funded Components
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total project amount
Total
ATP $
total A T P amount
Total
Non-ATP $
Total non A T P amount
Past 
ATP $
Past A T P amount
Leveraging $
Leveraging amount
Non-Participating $
Non participating amount
Future 
Local $
Future Local amount
Project Funding Information
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
Part A: General Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Project Program Request (PPR)         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A7: Funding Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part B: Narrative Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part C: Application Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
N
W
Select Yes or No to indicate if there are past projects.
Project Number
Project number
Past Project 
Funding 
past project funding
Funded 
Amount $
funded amount
Project 
Type
project type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
type of overlap or connection with past projects
Table of information for all past projects.
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.  See section 22.7 Recreational Trails Program (RTP) of the Caltrans ATP Chapter for Elements that are only eligible for funding with Recreational Trail Funds.
For all trails projects: 
For all trails projects answer the following questions
**Refer to the California Department of Education website: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx
   NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
Indicate the project details included in the project/program/plan.
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
,
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months after environmental document approval. The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination, documentation and approval from Caltrans.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC Allocation dates must be between July 1, 2021 and June 30, 2025 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 5.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
months         (See note #2, above)
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
months
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
months
months	
Part A6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON/ PLAN
TOTAL
Project Funding Table
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Alt Project. ID/prg.
Alt Project. I D / prg.
Legislative Districts
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
This field is required
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Project Information
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 5
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Infrastructure Cycle
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 5
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Non-Infrastructure Cycle
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 5
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Plan Cycle
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Previous Cycle
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Project Information
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 2
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 3 Description
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 4
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 5
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 6
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 7
Select yes or no to indicate if all or part of the project has currently or formally been programmed in an R T P A, M P O and/or Caltrans funding program.
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
Select yes or not to indicate if elements of the proposed project are directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project.
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if there are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements.
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if the project is consistent with the relevant adopted regional. 
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$56,982). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at:  https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $56,982, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/ces3results.xlsx 
NOTE: Use the CES 3.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Select yes or no to indicate if projects are located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands.
1.         Explain how the project closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 500 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project. 
         (Max of 500 Words)         
3.         Illustrate and provide documentation for how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. Address any issues of displacement that may occur as a result of this project, if applicable. (Max of 500 Words)
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Select yes or no to indicate if the project will close a gap.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destinations must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if this is a creation of new routes.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if this is a removal of barrier to mobility
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 150 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if this is other improvements to routes.
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to important or community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 200 Words)
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 200 Words)
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 200 Words)
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 200 Words)
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 200 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 200 Words)
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 200 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 200 Words)
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How will the project eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Leveraging Fund Points Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$56,982). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at:  https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $56,982, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/ces3results.xlsx 
NOTE: Use the CES 3.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Creation of new routes?
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project. 
         (Max of 500 Words)         
3.         Illustrate and provide documentation for how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 500 Words)
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
a.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. And/or describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. (Max of 750 Words)
b.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying the gap and connections, and/or of the new route location, and/or the barrier location and improvement.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Leveraging Funds Point Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$56,982). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $56,982, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
 https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/ces3results.xlsx 
NOTE: Use the CES 3.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Creation of new routes?
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$56,982). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $56,982, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/ces3results.xlsx 
NOTE: Use the CES 3.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Creation of new routes?
Explain how the program addresses an important need of the disadvantaged community, how it was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents, and how the disadvantaged community residents will be included. 
(Max of 500 Words)
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Select option that best describes the N I Program.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
A.         Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this program. How were they engaged? Describe the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. What was their feedback and how was it incorporated into the program proposal? (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the program. Include which agencies and stakeholder groups (public health, law enforcement, NGOs and non-traditional partners like faith groups, elder/senior intergenerational groups) will be involved in implementing the program. (10 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         How will the effectiveness of the program be measured? Describe the effectiveness measures that will be evaluated (public support, mode shift, safety, etc.) and the tools that will be used (such as surveys, counts, observations, etc.) to quantify the success. (5 points max) 
                  (Max of 300 words)
B.         How will the program be sustained after completion? (5 points max) 
                  (Max of 300 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         Does this program propose any elements that are new to the region? AND/OR does this program utilize any recognized best practices that have been proven successful in a similar local community context? Explain why the program chose to include these elements. 
                  (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$56,982). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $56,982, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) scores (score must be greater than 39.34). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/ces3results.xlsx 
NOTE: Use the CES 3.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 39.34, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Creation of new routes?
Priority. Select One.
A.         Describe who will be engaged in the creation of the plan. Identify key community stakeholders, and any other stakeholders. (5 points max) (Max of 250 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will be engaged in the development of the plan. Describe your intended outreach methods during the plan's development (e.g., charrettes; community workshops; pop-up events; social media, etc.), including the number of outreach activities and estimated number of people reached. How will you maximize the accessibility of the community engagement process? (e.g., providing translation, interpretation, and child care services; selecting times/locations convenient to the general public; ensuring culturally/linguistically appropriate materials). (15 points max) (Max of 500 words)
C.         Describe how you intend to maintain ongoing outreach with stakeholders to communicate changes to the draft plan and how the stakeholders' input was addressed. In addition, how do you intend to keep the community and stakeholders updated following plan adoption? (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Mapped Narrative Questions
1.2
10/01/2015
Local Assistance (ATP)
ATP Application Form
Forms Management Unit
Caltrans
6/3/16
Success
Long Beach, City of
Infrastructure + NI - Large
Downtown Long Beach Walkable Corners
Transform Downtown Long Beach into a pedestrian priority area through the installation of 190 concrete curb extensions and pedestrian refuges with green infrastructure elements.
Select intersections in Downtown Long Beach (bounded by Magnolia Ave to the west, Ocean Blvd to the south, 7th Street to the north, and Alamitos Ave to the east)
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Access Services
Adelanto, City of
Agoura Hills, City of
Alameda - Contra Costa Transit District
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority
Alameda County
Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
Alameda County Social Services Agency
Alameda County Transit District
Alameda County Transportation Authority
Alameda County Transportation Commission
Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority
Alameda County Waste Management Authority
Alameda, City of
Albany, City of
Alhambra, City of
Aliso Viejo, City of
Alliance For Survival
Alpine County
Alpine County Transportation Commission
Alturas, City of
Amador Central Railroad Company
Amador City, City of
Amador County
Amador County Transportation Commission
Amador Rapid Transit System
American Canyon, City of
American Land Conservancy
American River Conservancy
American River Land Trust
American Rivers
Amigos De Los Rios
Anaheim, City of
Anderson, City of
Angels Camp, City of
Antelope Valley Transit Authority
Antioch, City of
Apple Valley, Town of
Arcade Creek Recreation and Park District
Arcadia, City of
Arcata, City of
Arden Manor Recreation and Park District
Arroyo Grande, City of
Artesia, City of
Arvin, City of
Association Of Monterey Bay Area Governments
Atascadero, City of
Atchison Topeka Santa Fe Railroad Company
Atherton, Town of
Atwater, City of
Auburn, City of
Avalon, City of
Avenal, City of
Azusa, City of
Back Country Land Trust of San Diego County
Bakersfield, City of
Baldwin Hills Regional Conservation Authority
Baldwin Park, City of
Banning, City of
Barstow City/County Transit Agency
Barstow, City of
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Beach Erosion Authority for Clean Oceans and Nourishment (BEACON)
Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria
Bear River Recreation and Park District
Bear Yuba Land Trust
Beaumont, City of
Bell Gardens, City of
Bell, City of
Bellflower, City of
Belmont, City of
Belvedere, City of
Benicia, City of
Berkeley Redevelopment Agency
Berkeley, City of
Beverly Hills, City of
Big Bear Lake, City of
Big Bear Municipal Water District
Big Sur Land Trust
Biggs, City of
Bishop, City of
Blue Lake, City of
Blythe, City of
Bradbury, City of
Brawley, City of
Brea, City of
Brentwood, City of
Brisbane, City of
Buellton, City of
Buena Park, City of
Burbank Glendale Pasadena Airport Authority
Burbank, City of
Bureau of Indian Affairs/Susanville Indian Rancheria
Burlingame, City of
Butte County
Butte County Air Quality Management District
Butte County Association of Governments
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board
Cal State Univeristy Los Angeles, Auxillary Services, Inc
Calabasas, City of
Calaveras Council of Governments
Calaveras County
Calexico, City of
Calif. Coastal Conservancy
Calif. Conservation Corps
California City, City of
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Department of Highway Patrol
California Department of Transportation
California Department of Transportation - ATRC
California High Speed Rail
California Northern Railroad
California Polytechnic State University
California Science Center
California State Parks - Northern Buttes
California State Railroad Museum
California State University  Fresno
California State University, Bakersfield
California State University, Fresno
California State University, Sacramento
California State University,Montery Bay
California Tahoe Conservancy
California Western Railroad
California Wildlife Conservation Board
California Wildlife Foundation
Calimesa, City of
Calipatria, City of
Calistoga, City of
Camarillo, City of
Cambria Community Services District
Camino Placerville Tahoe Railroad
Campbell, City of
Canyon Lake, City of
Capital Southeast Connector
Capitol Corridor
Capitola, City of
Carlsbad, City of
Carmel By The Sea, City of
Carpinteria, City of
Carson, City of
Cathedral City, City of
Center for Natural Lands Management
Central Calif. Traction Company
Central Contra Costa Transit Authority
Central Unified School District
Central Union School District
Centre City Development Corporation
Ceres, City of
Cerritos, City of
Chico, City of
Chino Hills, City of
Chino, City of
Chowchilla Water District
Chowchilla, City of
Chula Vista Elementary School District
Chula Vista, City of
Citrus Heights, City of
City Heights Community Development Corporation
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
Claremont, City of
Clayton, City of
Clearlake, City of
Cloverdale, City of
Clovis Unified School District
Clovis, City of
Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Coachella Valley Conservation Commission
Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy
Coachella, City of
Coalinga, City of
Coastal Conservation and Research Inc.
Colfax, City of
Collier Interpretive and Information Center
Colma, Town of
Colton, City of
Colusa County
Colusa County Transportation Commission
Colusa, City of
Commerce, City of
Community Conservation Solutions
Community Services and Employment Training
Commuter Transportation Service Inc.
Compton, City of
Concord, City of
Contra Costa County
Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA)
Corcoran, City of
Corning, City of
Corona, City of
Coronado, City of
Corte Madera, Town of
Costa Mesa, City of
Cotati, City of
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District
Council for Tribal Employment Rights
Council of San Benito County Governments
County Of San Diego Dept. Of Parks And Recreation
Covina, City of
Crescent City, City of
Crockett Communuty Foundation
Cross Valley Rail Corridor Joint Powers Authority
Cudahy, City of
Cuesta College
Culver City, City of
Cupertino, City of
Cypress, City of
Daly City, City of
Dana Point, City of
Danville, Town of
Davis, City of
Death Valley National Park
Del Mar, City of
Del Norte County
Del Norte Local Transportation Commission
Del Rey Oaks, City of
Delano Union School District
Delano, City of
Department Of Fish And Game
Department Of General Services
Department of Parks and Recreation
Department of Water Resources
Desert Hot Springs, City of
Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee
Diamond Bar, City of
Dinuba, City of
Dixon, City of
Dorris, City of
Dos Palos, City of
Downey, City of
Duarte, City of
Dublin, City of
Ducks Unlimited
Dunsmuir, City of
East Bay Municipal Utility District
East Bay Regional Park District
East Palo Alto, City of
Eastern Sierra Land Trust
Eastvale, City of
El Cajon, City of
El Centro, City of
El Cerrito, City of
El Dorado County
El Dorado County Nonurbanized Area
El Dorado County Transit Authority
El Dorado County Transportation Commission
El Monte, City of
El Paso De Robles, City of
El Segundo, City of
Elk Grove Community Services Dist
Elk Grove, City of
Emeryville, City of
Encinitas, City of
Environmental Health Coalition
Escalon, City of
Escondido, City of
Etna, City of
Eureka, City of
Exeter, City of
Fairfax, Town of
Fairfield, City of
Fallbrook Land Conservancy
Family Service Agency of the Central Coast
Farmersville, City of
Feather River Park District
Feather RIvers Land Trust
Ferndale, City of
Fillmore, City of
Fire Safe Marin
Firebaugh, City of
Folsom Community Development
Folsom, City of
Fontana, City of
Foothill Eastern Transportation Corridor
Foothill Transit Zone
Fort Bragg, City of
Fort Jones, City of
Fort Ord Reuse Authority
Fortuna, City of
Foster City, City of
Fountain Valley, City of
Fowler, City of
Fremont, City of
Fresno Area Express
Fresno Council of Governments
Fresno County
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
Fresno County Transportation Authority
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District
Fresno Unified School District
Fresno, City of
Friends of the Desert Mountains
Friends Of The Urban Forest
Fullerton, City of
Galt, City of
Garden Grove, City of
Gardena, City of
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
Gilroy, City of
Glendale, City of
Glendora, City of
Glenn County
Glenn County Transportation Commission
Gold Country Telecare, Inc
Golden Empire Transit District
Golden Gate Bridge, Highway And Transportation Distri
Golden West Community Services District
Goleta Valley Beautiful
Goleta, City of
Gonzales, City of
Grand Terrace, City of
Grass Valley, City of
Great Basin Valleys Air Basin
Greenfield, City of
Greenspace - the Cambria Land Trust
Gridley, City of
Groveland Community Services District
Grover Beach, City of
Guadalupe, City of
Gustine City, City of
Half Moon Bay, City of
Hanford, City of
Harbor Belt Line Railroad
Hawaiian Gardens, City of
Hawthorne, City of
Hayward Area Recreation And Park District
Hayward, City of
Healdsburg, City of
Hemet, City of
Hercules, City of
Hermosa Beach, City of
Hesperia, City of
Hidden Hills, City of
Highland, City of
Highway 1 Construction Authority
Hillsborough, Town of
Hollister, City of
Hollywood Beautification Team
Holton Inter-Urban Railway Company
Holtville, City of
Hoopa Valley Tribe
Hughson, City of
Humboldt Bay Harbor Recreation & Conservation District
Humboldt County
Humboldt County Association of Governments
Humboldt County Resource Conservation
Humboldt Transit Authority
Huntington Beach, City of
Huntington Park, City of
Huron, City of
I-5 Consortium of Cities, Joint Powers Authority
Imperial Beach, City of
Imperial County
Imperial County Transportation Commission
Imperial Valley Association of Governments
Imperial, City of
Indian Wells, City of
Indio, City of
Industry, City of
Inglewood, City of
Inland Empire West Resource Conservation District
Inland Valley Development Agency
Inyo County
Inyo County Transportation Commission
Inyo National Forest
Ione, City of
Iron Mountain Conservancy
Irvine, City of
Irwindale, City of
Isleton, City of
Jackson, City of
Jenny Lind Veterans Memorial District
Jurupa Valley, City of
Kerman, City of
Kern Council of Governments
Kern County - D6
Kern County - D9
Kern County Parks and Recreation Department
Kern County Superintendent of Schools
Kern County Transportation Management Agency
Kern Regional Transit
King City, City of
Kings Canyon Unified School District
Kings County
Kings County Area Public Transit Agency
Kings County Association of Governments
Kings County Association of Governments - RTPA
Kings River Conservation District
Kingsburg, City of
Kiwanis Club Of Smith River
Koreatown Youth and Community Center
La Canada Flintridge, City of
La Habra Heights, City of
La Habra, City of
La Jolla Band of Luiseño Indians
La Mesa, City of
La Mirada, City of
La Palma, City of
La Puente, City of
La Quinta, City of
LA SAFE
La Verne, City of
Lafayette, City of
Laguna Beach, City of
Laguna de Santa Rosa Foundation
Laguna Hills, City of
Laguna Niguel, City of
Laguna Woods, City of
Lake County
Lake County Air Basin
Lake County/City Area Planning Council
Lake Elsinore, City of
Lake Forest, City of
Lake Tahoe Air Basin
Lake Transit Authority
Lakeport, City of
Lakeside's River Park Conservancy
Lakewood, City of
Lancaster, City of
Land Conservancy Of San Luis Obispo County
Land Trust for Santa Barbara County
Larkspur, City of
Lassen County
Lassen County Department of Community Development
Lassen County Transportation Commission
Lassen Transit Service Agency
Lathrop,City of
Lawndale, City of
Lemon Grove, City of
Lemoore, City of
Leonis Adobe  Association
Lincoln, City of
Lindsay, City of
Live Oak, City of
Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority
Livermore, City of
Livingston, City of
Lodi Unified School District
Lodi, City of
Loma Linda, City of
Lomita, City of
Lompoc Unified School District (LUSD)
Lompoc, City of
Long Beach Transportation Company
Long Beach, City of
Loomis, Town of
Los Alamitos, City of
Los Altos Hills, Town of
Los Altos, City of
Los Angeles Conservation Corps
Los Angeles County
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Los Angeles Junction Railway Company
Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)
Los Angeles, City of
Los Banos, City of
Los Gatos, Town of
Loyalton, City of
Lynwood, City of
Madera County
Madera County Transportation Commission
Madera County Transportation Commission -RTPA
Madera Irrigation District
Madera Unified School District
Madera, City of
Malibu, City of
Mammoth Lakes, Town of
Manhattan Beach, City of
Manteca, City of
March Joint Powers Authority
Maricopa, City of
Marin Audubon Society
Marin Conservation Corps
Marin County
Marin County Open Space District
Marin County Transit District
Marin ReLeaf
Marina, City of
Mariposa County
Mariposa County Fair
Mariposa County Transportation Commission
Martinez, City of
Marysville, City of
Maywood, City of
McFarland, City of
Mendocino Council of Governments
Mendocino County
Mendocino County Health and Human Services Agency
Mendocino Land Trust
Mendocino Transit Authority
Mendota, City of
Menifee, City of
Menlo Park, City of
Merced County
Merced County Association of Governments
Merced, City of
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
Metropilitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
Mill Valley, City of
Millbrae, City of
Milpitas, City of
Mini-Monarchtra
Mission Resource Conservation District
Mission Viejo, City of
Modesto And Empire Traction Company
Modesto, City of
Modoc County
Modoc County Transportation Commission
Mojave Desert Air Basin
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
Mono County
Mono County Transportation Commission
Monrovia, City of
Montague, City of
Montclair, City of
Monte Sereno, City of
Montebello, City of
Monterey County
Monterey County Park District
Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Monterey Park, City of
Monterey Salinas Transit
Monterey, City of
Moorpark, City of
Moraga, Town of
Moreno Valley, City of
Morgan Hill, City of
Morongo Basin Transit Authority
Morro Bay, City of
Moss Landing Harbor District
Mother Lode Fair
Mount San Jacinto Community College District
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority
Mountain Counties Air Basin
Mountain View, City of
Mountains Recreation And Conservation Auth.
Mt Shasta, City of
Muir Heritage Land Trust
Murrieta, City of
Napa County
Napa County Office of Education
Napa County Transportation Planning Agency
Napa Valley Transportation Authority
Napa Valley Wine Train
Napa, City of
National City, City of
National Park Service, Pacific West Region
National Railroad Corporation (AMTRAK)
Natomas Unified School District
Natural Heritage Foundation, Inc.
Needles, City of
Nevada City, City of
Nevada County
Nevada County Transportation Commission
Newark, City of
Newman, City of
Newport Beach, City of
Norco, City of
North Bakersfield Recreation & Park District
North Central Coast Air Basin
North Coast Air Basin
North Coast Railroad Authority
North County Public Recreation District
North County Transit District
North Highlands Park And Rec. District
North San Diego County Transit District
North Western Pacific Railroad Company
Northeast Plateau Air Basin
Northwestern Pacific Railroad Authority
Norwalk, City of
Novato, City of
Oakdale, City of
Oakland Private Industry Council, Inc.
Oakland, City of
Oakley, City of
Oceano Community Services District
Oceanside, City of
Office of Exposition Park Management
Ojai, City of
Olivenhain Municipal Water District
Omnitrans
Ontario, City of
Orange County
Orange County Council of Governments
Orange County Transit District
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
Orange County Transportation Commission
Orange Cove, City of
Orange, City of
Orangeline Development Authority
Orinda, City of
Orland, City of
Oroville, City of
Our City Forest
Oxnard Harbor District
Oxnard, City of
Pacific Grove, City of
Pacifica, City of
Padilla and Associates
Palm Desert, City of
Palm Springs, City of
Palmdale, City of
Palo Alto, City of
Palo Verde Valley Transit Agency
Palos Verdes Estates, City of
Paradise, Town of
Paramount, City of
Parlier Unified School District
Parlier, City of
Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade & Douglas
Partners for Bass Lake Resources
Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Pasadena, City of
Patterson, City of
Peninsula Joint Powers Board
Peninsula Open Space Trust
People for Trees
Perris, City of
Petaluma Transit
Petaluma, City of
Pico Rivera, City of
Piedmont, City of
Pinole, City of
Pismo Beach, City of
Pittsburg, City of
Placentia, City of
Placer County
Placer County Nonurbanized Area
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
Placer Land Trust
Placerville, City of
Playa Vista Job Opportunities and Business Services
Pleasant Hill, City of
Pleasanton, City of
Plumas County
Plumas County Transportation Commission
Plymouth, City of
Point Arena, City of
Pomona Valley Transportation Authority
Pomona, City of
Port Hueneme, City of
Port Of Long Beach
Port Of Oakland
Port of Richmond
Port of San Francisco
Portals House
Porterville, City of
Portola Valley, Town of
Portola, City of
Poway, City of
Pride Industries/CTSA
Rancho Cordova, City of
Rancho Cucamonga, City of
Rancho Mirage, City of
Rancho Palos Verdes, City of
Rancho Santa Margarita, City of
Red Bluff, City of
Redding, City of
Redlands, City of
Redondo Beach, City
Redwood City, City of
Redwood Coast Transit Authority
Redwood Community Action Agency
Reedley, City of
Resources Agency
Rialto, City of
Richmond Belt Railway
Richmond, City of
Ride On Transportation
Ridgecrest, City of
Rio Dell, City of
Rio Vista, City of
Ripon, City of
River Partners
Riverbank, City of
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The average CalEnviroScreen score for the project area is 48.68, which is 9.3 points higher than the disadvantaged threshold of 39.34. All four census tracts slated for Walkable Corners pedestrian improvements are defined as disadvantaged by CalEnviroScreen and are also designated Environmental Justice Areas by the Southern California Association of Governments.   The existing pedestrian infrastructure does not meet the needs of the community. The proposed upgrades will improve pedestrian safety by reducing crossing distances and providing greater visibility of pedestrians by approaching drivers. The proposed upgrades are especially conducive for wheelchair users, parents with strollers, and older adults assisted by walkers. By increasing walkability, reducing vehicle speeds, and adding more sidewalk space, major destinations such as Long Beach City Hall, LA County Deukmejian Courthouse, the Billie Jean King Library, several A Line light rail stations, grocery stores, employment centers and restaurants can be accessed with a greater sense of safety and comfort for pedestrians. According to California Healthy Places index (HPI), residents in the project area have healthier transportation conditions than just 3.3% of other California census tracts. The percentage of households with automobile access is higher than just 1.2% of other California census tracts, while the percentage of active commuting is higher than 95.8% of other California census tracts. The proposed pedestrian improvements will benefit the many residents in Long Beach’s most densely populated neighborhoods by providing a network of safe intersections comfortable for people of all ages and abilities.In addition, the project aims to support existing bicycle facilities, improving connections to crucial community resources. The project area is above the 90th percentile of supermarket access and retail density according HPI, yet transportation access is poor. Creating a well-connected network of traffic calming features ensures that the majority of residents will have comfortable access to two major markets, El Super and Vons. The proposed pedestrian refuges along existing bike lanes will support a multi-modal network of 8-80 facilities encouraging transportation by biking and walking, while calming nearby traffic and increasing safety for all roadway users. With the proposed 190 Downtown pedestrian elements, residents will have various convenient and safe route options that make traveling by foot the preferred mode choice for quick trips around Long Beach’s most vibrant and dense urban area.
The DTLB Walkable Corners project will benefit residents by providing amenities that support walking as a form of transportation and will fortify existing cycle tracks on Broadway and 3rd Street. Long Beach residents with mobility barriers will be able to safely navigate their neighborhoods on foot to easily make first-last mile connections to four Metro A Line stations within the project area. After implementation, the increased sidewalk space will activate street life increasing more opportunities for sidewalk dining and outdoor concerts, both mainstays on Downtown Long Beach culture. The proposed treatments will also calm traffic and increase safety by significantly reducing vehicle speeding and level of stress among pedestrians while providing greater visibility.  The project area is located entirely within disadvantaged communities according to CalEnviroScreen. Downtown Long Beach is an ideal backdrop for retrofitted corners that will improve walkability for low income residents due to its high density residential buildings, concentration of retail, and public services such as the Billie Jean King Main Library. Reducing residents’ dependency on vehicles will also help Long Beach meet climate action goals to reduce greenhouse gases (GHG) and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) alleviating the strain of unhealthy air quality levels contributing to respiratory disease. The proposed bulb-outs will feature bioswales to filter debris and treat stormwater before entering the stormwater system. Bioswales are a livability feature that mitigates environmental pollution in the area and offsets drainage issues due to extensive impervious surfaces. Extending sidewalk areas will provide opportunities for residents engage in active transportation more frequently, leading to healthier lifestyles, and a reduction of environmental impacts.In addition, there are 4 affordable housing projects located in Downtown Walkable Corners that provide 148 affordable units. Residents of Gallery 421, The Pacific, Beachwood, and Puerto del Sol can enjoy the benefits of living in a walkable community which is also in close proximity to protected bike lanes on Broadway and 3rd St and the Metro A line. Increasing the walkability index of the neighborhood will greatly improve livability standards for disadvantaged communities. The Walkable Corners will also serve five elementary schools, middle schools, and high schools within the project area by providing students safer routes to school, increasing the walking and biking potential while decreasing peak morning traffic congestion.
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Community engagement for the Long Beach Vision Zero Action Plan (VZAP) took place in 2018 and 2019, during which City staff held over 20 outreach meetings and events throughout Long Beach, including four listening sessions, nine pop-ups at community events in each Council District, six presentations with neighborhood groups most impacted by the high-injury network, and one live online forum for residents Citywide. During the VZAP engagement, residents were asked what the City’s number one priority should be to eliminate traffic fatalities and serious injuries. Fifty percent wanted to see better street design with the remaining responses split between increased education and enforcement. This desire to see a substantial shift toward a complete streets design approach was also echoed by the Vision Zero Technical Advisory Committee, which oversaw the drafting of the plan. Many of the final recommendations surrounding changes to roadway design originated from non-profit and advocacy groups speaking on behalf of Long Beach’s older adults, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Similarly, community feedback received during the City’s 2017 CX3 Pedestrian Plan, which focused on walkability in select low income neighborhoods, indicated strong support to prioritize pedestrian safety through infrastructure improvements. When residents were asked what they don’t like about walking in Long Beach, 20% said walking was unsafe and 15% cited vehicle speeding as their biggest concern. Furthermore, when asked what their number one priority was for the pedestrian realm, safety came in first with 30% of responses. An online engagement webpage specific to the Walkable Corners project was launched in 2020 to solicit more granular feedback and get a stronger sense of community priorities. While City staff would have preferred to conduct in-person engagement at open houses and neighborhood association meetings, COVID-19 limitations resulted in an exclusively virtual pre-application outreach process. Upon notification of award, City staff will conduct in depth engagement in addition to the proposed non-infrastructure education during the planning and design phase of the project to ensure both Downtown residents as well as roadway users from neighboring areas have ample opportunities to shape the final project. Feedback received for the Walkable Corners project has been overall very positive with 86% percent of residents confirming that they would “absolutely” walk more if traffic was calmer and pedestrians had greater consideration. Furthermore residents echoed many of the sentiments expressed during the VZAP engagement process regarding vehicle speeding and more comfortable pedestrian crossings with one resident adding, "These intersections would make me feel less like a guest in a space for cars and would make for a much more walkable Downtown." 
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The Downtown Long Beach (DTLB) Walkable Corners project will create a safer, more inviting pedestrian network for Long Beach’s disadvantaged residents living Downtown. The project will provide pedestrians with improved access to important local and regional destinations including: Four Metro A Line light rail stations, the Civic Center, including Lincoln Park and King Main Library, four elementary schools, and numerous retail and service destinations.  Potential to Increase Walking and Biking The DTLB Walkable Corners project will ensure intersection crossings are as comfortable and convenient as possible to increase the potential number of people walking to work, school, and various local destinations within the Downtown area. The project’s people-first design will utilize bulb outs to reduce turning radii and discourage speeding. Many of the proposed improvements are located at corners with angled parking, which poses a risk for pedestrians due to the lack of visibility for oncoming traffic. By creating a safer environment to walk, pedestrians will be more likely to interact with public space. The project will improve upon existing attributes conducive to walking such as high density and shorter blocks to further transform walkability in the Downtown. Lastly, the project will help fortify the cycle track, creating protected intersections for bicyclists and improving driver awareness of all active transportation users. Lack of Mobility Options in Surrounding Community An average of 21% of working residents living within the proposed project area do not have access to a vehicle to get to and from work as compared to the Citywide average of 5% (2016 ACS 5-Year). Additionally, a significant portion of the lower wage hotel and restaurant workers who live outside the Downtown arrive to work by transit. This project would improve the convenience and safety of the pedestrian realm to not only encourage walking but to improve the daily commutes for current active transportation road users. Additionally, while all Downtown pedestrians will benefit from shortened crossing distances and improved visibility, the 10% of Downtown residents that have an ambulatory disability will be far more comfortable in a more expanded, less-stressful pedestrian realm. People Experiencing Homelessness The Downtown Walkable Corners project also has the potential to transform the daily lives of many of the City’s unhoused residents. The Long Beach Department of Health and Human Services' 2020 point-in-time census counted 2,034 people experiencing homeless within the City and several hundred within the Downtown. The Downtown has many important destination for residents experiencing homelessness, including the multiple private shelters, food pantries, and the Billie Jean King Main Library. The King Main Library, which was completed in 2019 as part of the  $420 million, 22-acre Civic Center revitalization, includes a variety of supportive services such as a veterans resource center, adaptive technology, literacy programs, and a social worker on staff. By establishing a safe and affordable mobility connection between important life-sustaining resources, the Walkable Corners project has the potential to transform the daily lives of Long Beach’s too frequently overlooked unhoused population. Financial Burden On average, 48% of project area residents have an income that exceeds the poverty line, 35% of residents between the ages 25-64 are unemployed, and the median household income is $39,037 (HPI). By creating a pedestrian-first transportation network, the Walkable Corners project has the potential to reduce vehicle dependence, increase walking trips, improve transit access, and alleviate the burden of transportation costs on residents.  Physical Activity and Healthcare One of the primary goals of the DTLB Walkable Corners project is to help address concerns surrounding physical health and potential chronic disease afflicting Downtown Long Beach residents. Among adults living within the Downtown, 29% are obese, 10% have diabetes, and 14% are considered unhealthy (HPI). Additionally, City health officials have warned that obesity and diabetes were among the most common underlying conditions that lead to COVID-19 hospitalization and death. Physical activity, especially that which is convenient and free, can help residents combat these chronic diseases. Additionally, 23% of adults living in census tracts within the project boundaries are uninsured (HPI), further emphasizing the need for regular exercise, safe active transportation options, and access to healthy foods outside the immediate neighborhoods.  Serving Students Additionally, fitness test data from Downtown elementary schools provides a window into concerning health status of children living within the project area. Data indicates among Edison, Stevenson, Chavez, and Oropeza Elementary School 5th graders, 54% have a aerobic capacity that needs improvement or constitutes a health risk and 60% of students have a body composition needs improvement or constitutes a health risk. The proposed education and encouragement efforts will supplement the infrastructure improvements to encourage students and their parents to make more walking trips throughout the Downtown area. In addition to the direct health benefits for students living within the project area, countless Long Beach Unified (LBUSD) and LB City College students traverse through Downtown to access the Downtown Long Beach Transit Mall. LBUSD does not provide regular school bus service, but instead provides LB Transit bus passes to students, making the lack of walkability in the Downtown between transit connections a daily hurdle for students from across Long Beach. Pedestrian Education Program/Campaign Among adults living within this project area, 25% rely on bicycling and walking to get to their destinations, 33% bear a severe renter housing cost (HPI), 21% do not have access to an automobile (2016 ACS 5-Year) and 38% are Latino (HPI). These details demonstrate that walking and bicycling is an essential mode of transportation for those that live and work in this community. Together these statistics present a specific need for providing accessible, bilingual education and messaging to community members on the safe use of pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, local laws and safety best practices.
Yes
Attachment B2 - Gap Closure - DTWC.pdf.pdf
attached6
While a few Downtown intersections have one-off bulb-outs, the Walkable Corners project would “complete” the intersection at the pedestrian level and result in a consistent aesthetic and improved comfort. By closing the walkability gap, the project will create a continuous chain of expanded sidewalk space throughout Downtown Long Beach connecting its 25,000 residents to schools, transit and employment. The 190 new pedestrian features will enhance the majority of routes used by locals each and every day. Parents and students from Stevenson, Chavez, and Oropeza Elementary Schools as well as St. Anthony School (K-12th Grade) will have more comfortable and less stressful walks to school. 
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No
Yes
Safety
Attachment B2 - Barriers Map - DTWC.pdf
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Downtown has a high density of amenities, businesses, and residences, however many are situated on arterials or wider streets that are far from comfortable for those on foot. Improvements to the pedestrian realm will encourage centrally located residents in high-rises and those from the medium-density residential neighborhoods within a quarter-mile, such as Willmore and Alamitos Beach, to walk instead of e-scootering or ride-hailing. The project also will build upon years of investments in ADA accessibility throughout the Downtown by creating shorter crossings and slower vehicle turning speeds to better serve older adults and the 10% of Downtown residents with an ambulatory disability. By improving connections to transit, the DTLB Walkable Corners project also has the potential to increase walking while alleviating the financial burden and inconvenience of vehicle use. Simply put, the proposed pedestrian improvements will make walking a much more enjoyable and attractive form of transportation in Downtown. 
1
The Walkable Corners project will directly connect residents, workers, and visitors to a variety of commercial, employment and recreational destinations. Employees and residents will be able to more easily access Downtown’s two large supermarkets, retail at the Pike Outlets and City Place, and restaurants at the along the car-free Promenade. The project will also improve walking access to Downtown parks: Chavez Park, Gumbiner Park, Harvey Milk Equality Plaza, and Lincoln Park (opening in 2021). Furthermore, the project will improve access to the Long Beach Civic Center, which includes Long Beach City Hall, Port of Long Beach Headquarters, King Main Library, and L.A. County Deukmejian Courthouse. While the project will serve millions of visitors each year, the project’s primary goal is to serve the 25% of Downtown residents who don’t have access to a car and so many more who would prefer to leave their cars at home and walk instead. 
0
No
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The City of Long Beach maintains a Crossroads database populated with all reported crashes from the Long Beach Police Department. Access to all reported collisions, including property-damage-only collisions which are not available in TIMS, provides technical staff with more data points to be able to track trends and proactively respond to hot spots. Forty-two crashes involving pedestrians or cyclists were listed as property-damage-only, raising the total number of ped/bike crashes in the project area to 245. In the study area, inattentive or speeding motorists are revealed to be the the leading cause of crashes involving pedestrians and cyclists; fewer than 5% of pedestrian crashes indicate that the pedestrian stepped immediately in front of a moving vehicle, and half of all pedestrian collisions listed the driver's failure to yield as the primary cause of the crash. The most frequent movement leading to a crash were vehicles making a turn.
214
The roadway network within the DTLB Walkable Corners project area includes multiple high-injury corridors identified in the City’s Systemic Safety Analysis Report (SSAR) as having elevated risk of pedestrian and bicyclist injury collisions. That report, along with the City’s Vision Zero Document, Safe Streets Long Beach, calls for traffic calming and other countermeasures aimed at reducing pedestrian and bicyclist crashes along all six Downtown arterials: Magnolia Avenue, Pacific Avenue, Long Beach Boulevard, Atlantic Avenue, 6th Street, and 7th Street.  Detailed analysis of crashes in Downtown Long Beach show that inattentive or turning motorists are the leading cause of crashes involving pedestrians and cyclists; fewer than 5% of pedestrian crashes indicate that the pedestrian stepped immediately in front of a moving vehicle, and half of all pedestrian collisions listed the driver's failure to yield as the primary cause of the crash. The most frequent movement leading to a crash were vehicles making a turn. Based on these data, improvements that focus motorists’ attention on pedestrians, protect pedestrians from inattentive drivers, and reduce turning conflict points will be the most effective in reducing crash rates Downtown. In 2017, the California Office of Traffic Safety, ranked the City 2nd among large cities for pedestrian injuries and fatalities. Long Beach ranked #1 for pedestrian injuries and fatalities for victims under the age of 15 and #3 for victims over the age of 65. The number of pedestrian injuries in Long Beach increased nearly 20% from 334 victims in 2015 to 400 victims in 2017. CX3 Pedestrian Plan survey results show that community members feel more comfortable walking and biking when using street features such as pedestrian refuge islands, scramble crosswalks, mini traffic circles and flashing beacons, but many do not know how to approach or use them safely. In order to maximize the safety benefits of these improvements, we need to ensure that users are educated on how to utilize them. City Health Department staff will conduct pedestrian safety education, encouragement and outreach efforts that are concurrent with the implementation of the Downtown Walkable corners project. This work will encourage safe street behavior and provide opportunities to walk that appeal to parents, families, school age children, teenagers, adults and older adults. Lastly, the VZAP collision analysis identified that pedestrians are involved in just 6% of all crashes but comprise 34% of all fatal and serious injury collision victims in Long Beach. The Walkable Corners project aims to address the overrepresentation of pedestrians in serious crashes by implementing people-first approach to ensure our most vulnerable users enjoy comfort, safety, and convenience in the Downtown. The DTLB Walkable Corners project will not only provide greater safety for pedestrians, it is a significant investment in active transportation amenities that offer convenient, and healthy forms of transportation in the City of Long Beach. Only a connected active transportation network can significantly create mode shift away from driving trips towards reliable, healthy, active transportation options.
Yes
Currently, Downtown corners are typically designed with a 12' radius. The effective radius of each corner is increased as travel lanes are distanced from the curb by angled or parallel parking, resulting in radii of 60' which has allows vehicles to comfortably make turns at 20mph. These large effective radii do not require motorists to begin slowing for turns until they are very close to the intersection and thus shortens the amount of time for drivers to take in and respond to new information (i.e. the presence of pedestrians, changing traffic signals, parking cars) as they transition from one street to another. Higher speeds at corners also extend the necessary stopping distance after a motorist has identified a cyclist or pedestrian in their path. 
76
The proposed bulb outs will move the curb from the edge of the parking lanes to the edge of travel lanes, bringing the effective radius down to match the design radius: 12' feet.  The project's effective radius of 12 feet will have a design speed of ten miles per hour, 50% lower than the existing condition. This lower design speed will have benefits at the intersection and midblock, as drivers will be starting from a lower speed at the beginning of the block after performing a turn. 
113
Yes
Pedestrians must generally step into the roadway before being able to make eye contact with oncoming drivers, as their visibility is limited by the presence of parked vehicles. Downtown Long Beach is classified as a 'parking-impacted' area, meaning the majority of parking spaces are continuously occupied throughout the day and during evenings, nearly all of the parking spaces Downtown are occupied. Geometry at intersections that have multiple lanes of angled parking can result in conditions that place pedestrians in the path of an oncoming vehicle where eye-contact is not possible before motorists have already passed their sight-stopping-distance threshold. 
102
Bulb outs and pedestrian refuges will place pedestrians in positions protected by curbs that allow them to make eye contact with oncoming motorists before stepping into the roadway. 
172
Yes
Currently, vehicles are able (and are required by law) to move to the right of the existing travel lanes to perform right turns. Conflict points for crossing pedestrians exist in each of the travel lanes and also in the parking lane. Turning vehicles that have merged into the parking lane may yield to a pedestrian while leaving the travel lane clear. A two lane street without turn pockets or a median has three conflict points: Travel Lane 1, Travel Lane 2, and Parking Lane. The larger effective radii of current Downtown corners established by angled parking creates a large conflict point (up to 20 feet) within existing crosswalks.
92
The project will require vehicles to perform right turns from the #2 travel lane, at half of the current speed. Conflict points for crossing pedestrians will be reduced as parking lane conflicts are eliminated. Refuge medians along cycle tracks Downtown will allow pedestrians to identify oncoming cyclists at a separate conflict point, rather than taking into account cyclists and turning motorists at corners. 
137
Yes
J-Walking
This project improves compliance with three local traffic laws: J-Walking: The project provides shorter crossing distances at marked crosswalks and adds shade trees for shelter from the elements at legal crossing points. Pedestrians are expected to prefer to cross at the shortest possible crossing, and also to prefer to wait for a gap in traffic under the shade of a tree during summer months or the shelter of a canopy during rainy season. Safety benefits are still expected, even without 100% pedestrian compliance, since the project bulb outs and refuge medians will result in lower mid-block speeds and a lower risk of crashes should a pedestrian decide to cross in between signalized intersections.  Failure to Yield: The bulb outs and refuge medians will place pedestrians more clearly in view of oncoming vehicles before they cross a travel lane, improving motorists' recognition of pedestrians and increasing the likelihood of yielding. Expanded investment in pedestrian infrastructure also provides visual cues to motorists that pedestrians should be expected on Downtown corridors.  Speeding: The improved corner geometries will reduce motorists' turning speeds from 20mph to 10mph, resulting in calmer traffic and requiring longer distances for motorists to return to higher speeds. 
3
Yes
Longitudinal crosswalk markings
197
Longitudinal crosswalk markings consisting of a pair of 12" stripes across the roadway are less visible to oncoming motorists, resulting in delayed recognition of the crossing. Once the markings have been identified, only the markings on the motorists' initial street provide contrast for a crossing pedestrian. The longitudinal crosswalks on an intersecting street do not create a pattern that is disrupted by the presence of a pedestrian. A person traveling parallel to a motorist across an intersecting street may only occupy the concrete or asphalt space within the crossing while they are in the street. They would not obscure the white or yellow markings and could potentially offer low contrast to the pavement if they are wearing similarly toned clothing. 
80
Installing retro-reflective continental crosswalks provides the most recognizable crossing warning for motorists. Continental markings (a series of 2'-wide rectangles) provide contrast to pedestrians or cyclists when viewed from any direction. Contrast from all directions is critical, since more pedestrian crashes involve turning vehicles than any other movement. Retro-reflective properties are especially helpful at night, as the reflected light is disrupted by a person crossing the street, providing an additional identifying factor for motorists.  
127
Yes
All streets shown on the project map have segments of 5' sidewalks resulting in corners that have ramps of fewer than 100 sqft of waiting space. 
174
Narrow sidewalks with small queuing areas for pedestrians waiting to cross the street frequently create a gridlock: Pedestrians waiting for a "walk" indication at the corner obstruct the path of other pedestrians that either wish to continue straight across the other street, or continue around the corner without crossing the street.
149
This project will expand pedestrian areas at each corner, in some cases up to 10 times the size of the existing space. These larger pedestrian areas will provide space for people waiting to cross street A to queue without blocking the path of pedestrians attempting to continue walking around the corner or cross the intersecting street B. 
143
Yes
Midblock CrossingsFailure to YieldRight HooksSpeeding
192
The project will reduce conflict zones and vehicle speeds at Downtown corners by expanding curb-protected pedestrian areas and installing pedestrian refuge medians. The landscaped, expanded areas will provide more shelter to pedestrians as they wait to cross the street, reducing the incentive to cross mid-block. The bulb outs and medians will safely place pedestrians closer to motorists' field of vision, increasing their visibility and helping motorists to identify them sooner for better yield compliance. Tighter corners will reduce vehicle speeds as motorists perform turns reducing the risk of right-hook crashes and will drop vehicle speeds by 10mph as they enter a new block. A pedestrian-priority Downtown with expanded pedestrian infrastructure will provide visual cues to motorists to drive slower and be more cautious of the many pedestrians present. 
72
3
Project Origins  The DTLB Walkable Corners project emerged as a priority during outreach and analysis of the 2020 Long Beach Vision Zero Action Plan (VZAP). Two primary factors led to the initiation of the DTLB Walkable Corners concept: the increasing rate of pedestrian fatalities, and the community’s demand for infrastructure that prioritizes the most vulnerable road users, including older adults, children, and people with disabilities. The project identifies the need to invest in walkability where the walking mode-share is the highest. In addition to being designated as 100% disadvantaged, the project area sees far and away more active transportation activity than any other neighborhood in Long Beach with 25% of residents walking, biking or taking transit to work, ranking the area in the 90th percentile for active commuting statewide. Project Alternatives Two key existing conditions provide a unique opportunity to improve the pedestrian realm in the Downtown. First, a parking-protected bike lane couplet on Broadway and Third Street, which crosses the entirety of Downtown from east to west, created large areas of non-motorized space at each corner, which will be formalized with concrete refuge islands through this project. Second, existing angled parking along many of Downtown’s minor streets create an opportunity to build especially large curb extensions complete with bioswales and landscaping.  The project has virtually no negative impacts to the driving public, making the Walkable Corners far less politically sensitive than most active transportation projects. None of the proposed pedestrian refuges or bulb outs will reduce roadway capacity nor impact on-street parking, but will ensure drivers reduce speeds when turning. Furthermore, the project will have no negative impacts to bicyclists, and will improve upon the Downtown bikeways by further demarcating space between vehicles and active transportation users. City staff also considered the use of temporary materials (paint, bollards, etc.) to create the proposed pedestrian refuges and bulb-outs. However, low cost temporary materials cannot provide the same comfort and accessibility advantages of concrete sidewalk expansion.  Furthermore, the concrete expansion will greatly improve the aesthetics of the pedestrian realm and create opportunities for green infrastructure and landscaping. Additionally, concrete curb extensions have been advantageous for Long Beach restaurants relying on outdoor dining during the COVID-19 pandemic to stay in business and keep patrons physically-distanced. A concrete expansion of the sidewalk will not only activate the pedestrian realm, but will solidify Long Beach’s people-first approach to the built environment. 
37
Safe Streets Long Beach Vision Zero engagement included 20 in-person events, the most impactful of which were listening sessions and pop-up events. Twenty seven residents were engaged in four listening sessions that included focused discussions on issues facing school-aged children and public housing residents. The two primary resident concerns were unsafe roadway design (pedestrian crossings and bicycle infrastructure) and unsafe behaviors (speeding, yielding, and need for safety education). Nine pop-ups at events and resource fairs engaged 650 residents, of whom 35 recorded their harrowing personal experiences with traffic violence using the “story bench” built specifically for Vision Zero engagement. The most common crash type referenced in these recorded stories were collisions and close calls between bicycles and vehicles. The remaining six outreach events included City staff discussions at neighborhood association meetings and open houses that enabled one-on-one feedback with residents. City staff also ensured that the active transportation features of the project align with the goals of advocacy partners. The Vision Zero Technical Advisory Committee included local advocacy groups representing pedestrians, bicyclists, and older adults, including Walk Long Beach, Bikeable Communities and the Long Beach Gray Panthers. All three groups are strong proponents of the Walkable Corners project and have provided letters of support as shown in Attachment I. These groups will continue to play an important role in future engagement, helping City staff to solicit input and build relationships with those who will use the project corridor most. These are key stakeholders with a wealth of information and input, who are often overlooked when engagement relies solely on neighborhood groups within the immediate project vicinity. Upon funding of award, City staff will continue to work closely with the Downtown Long Beach Alliance, the most active organization within the project area, to solicit additional feedback from residents and stakeholders throughout the planning and design process.  The non-infrastructure safety education component of the project will also reinforce engagement with the community through walk audits, pedestrian encouragement days, and by providing equitable opportunities to participate in interactive activities and events. Staff will also coordinate closely with Council Districts 1 and 2 to further engage the wide-ranging stakeholder base that will benefit from the proposed project.  
55
While the VZAP was very much a data-driven effort, it was critical to the project team that the community was engaged, committed, and shaped the plan’s recommendations. During the VZAP outreach process, various forms of feedback were collected. Feedback received at community booths, workshops, and focus group meetings helped identify goals and objectives. The top three safety concerns from residents were: vehicle speeding, distracted driving, and creation of infrastructure to separate bicyclists and vehicles. Online engagement specific to the Walkable Corners project was launched in 2020 to solicit more granular feedback and get a sense of community priorities.  Eighty-three percent of residents responded that they would “absolutely” walk more in Downtown if traffic was calmer and/or if bicyclists and pedestrians had greater consideration. Additionally, open ended responses from the community echoed many of the sentiments expressed during the VZAP engagement process.A few comments received from the Walkable Corners online engagement platform are highlighted below:- "My preferred mode of getting around Long Beach is by foot or by bike. I do avoid certain intersections/routes because I do not feel safe using them as a pedestrian/cyclist." -"A large component of why I chose to live downtown was because I wanted to reduce my carbon footprint and experience more of the area on foot and by bike. However, the speeding on 6th St. really makes me fearful.” - "It would be a much more pleasant way to experience what LB has to offer. It's so nice to go for walks in a city you love and I would love to have there here as well." City staff will continue to leverage local knowledge to ensure the proposed project meets the community's needs and advances ATP program goals. From feedback received thus far, Long Beach residents expressed interest in using more non-motorized transportation but shared concerns about Downtown's mobility and safety limitations. More specifically, residents frequently noted unsafe driver behaviors and a desire to leave their cars at home more often, re-enforcing the need to provide education efforts in tandem with infrastructure improvements within the project area. 
96
As standard protocol, the City deploys a robust communication strategy to encourage stakeholder involvement in all phases of an active transportation project. The City’s communications staff broadcasts opportunities for community participation across all media platforms including social media accounts, the Long Beach TV public access channel, and a webpage specifically for active transportation-related news, events, and updates: http://longbeach.gov/goactivelb. Additionally, mailers and door hangers will be used to get the word out regarding updates and events given citywide concerns surrounding digital inclusion.Through these communication channels, constituents are invited to public meetings and workshops to provide feedback on preliminary/final project designs. Education and walk audits during the design phase will also be utilized to help build upon previous work and pinpoint areas of community concern. All in person meetings will adhere to the City’s language access policy providing translators and translated materials as requested. Engagement efforts will focus heavily on education and information campaigns so residents are aware of the improvements and their benefits. The high proportion of renters within the project area (76% of Downtown residents are renters) means tenure is not always stable; so frequent in-person engagement can help ensure newcomers are in the loop and well-informed. Beyond a dedicated project webpage for updates and City staff contact information, staff will engage residents by tabling at community events and farmers markets as well as pop-ups at King Main Library, Lincoln Park, Pine Ave Historic District, and the East Village Art Walk. Interactive engagement will also play a central role during the implementation phase. After the project’s ribbon cutting, the City will host an inaugural walk with community partners to celebrate the Walkable Corners’ completion. This event along with outreach and education post-construction via the City’s annual Walk to School Week and Pedestrian Safety Month will help familiarize community members with the new infrastructure. 
16
The DTLB Walkable Corners Project incorporates recommendations from two adopted planning documents: the 2017 CX3 Pedestrian Plan and the 2020 Vision Zero Action Plan. The VZAP does not recommend specific infrastructure projects, but instead identifies the City’s high-injury network and policy changes. The project aims to reduce severe crashes along the six high-injury corridors located within the Downtown Long Beach project area (Magnolia Ave, Pacific Ave, Long Beach Blvd, Atlantic Ave, 6th Street, and 7th) through the implementation of the adopted CX3 Pedestrian Toolkit.
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1
This major investment in pedestrian infrastructure reflects Long Beach's priorities for a future that is urban, climate resilient, active, and equitable. A walkable Downtown is critical to all four of those elements. The City is departing from a historical practice of prioritizing automobiles and is reclaiming roadway space for pedestrian amenities like expanded sidewalks, trees, and high-visibility crossings. Using temporary materials like striping and plastic bollards, previous road diets and other traffic calming measures have established reasonable vehicle speeds downtown where predominantly commercial  multi-lane arterials have 30mph speed limits and other primarily residential streets have 25mph limits. Radar shows 85th percentile speeds averaging 32mph on arterials, with less than 1% of vehicles traveling 5mph over the posted limit. Speeding-related collisions Downtown occur at a relatively low rate compared to citywide patterns. Therefore, this project's safety goals focus on turns and establishing pedestrian right of way, since most Downtown pedestrian crashes are attributable to those two factors.  The City will use this project to construct permanent improvements Downtown, building off the success of the temporary materials from previous projects. Crossings will be shortened with bulb outs and refuge medians to establish pedestrian zones separated from traffic with curbs and landscaping. NACTO recommends bulb outs and refuges as effective tools for promoting pedestrian priority and safety. Depending on the width of adjacent parking lanes, the bulb outs will extend up to 20 feet into the roadway, creating up to 1000 sq ft of pedestrian space on each corner. Refuge medians along cycle tracks will be eleven feet wide and will be long enough to include micromobility infrastructure for the future, like bikeshare stations or scooter drop zones. The refuges will also have a benefit to cyclists, separating intersection conflicts into predictable areas for pedestrians or vehicles.  Continental crosswalks, considered best practice for crosswalk markings, will be added at all bulb outs. To meet existing pedestrian volumes, all of the crosswalks will be built beyond minimum design standards: at least ten feet wide, with many marked twenty feet wide.  The pedestrian realm will not only be enhanced in terms of physical space, but also in the quality of those spaces. Following best practice in bulb out design, bioswales will add vegetation to reduce stress levels and include stormwater infrastructure to reduce runoff and standing water at crossings, while adding shade for the people who live and work Downtown. Traffic volumes in the project area range from 20,000 ADT on Pacific Avenue to under 2,000 ADT on many residential streets. Pedestrian volumes can reach 10,000 pedestrians a day at the City’s EcoTotem counter on Broadway. The City plans on continued investments in active transportation to meet its mobility goals and does not project motor vehicle volumes on Downtown streets to rise significantly above their current levels. A target of 30% mode share for bicycles means the City is planning for growth in transportation volumes to manifest in non-motor vehicle modes, so new active transportation infrastructure is critical to the growth of downtown Long Beach.  
418
This project proposes bulb outs and bioswales which are new to Long Beach, but not unprecedented. The City has institutional knowledge to effectively deliver these types of elements, having constructed them for recent bike boulevard projects. The City has also been conditioning new developments to construct bulb outs and swales similar to the ones proposed for this project on a case by case basis, but this is the first project of this large scale to establish a comprehensive pedestrian priority network Downtown. 
3
Vision Zero Implementation Six corridors within the Walkable Corners project area were identified in the City’s 2020 Safe Streets Action Plan’s high-injury pedestrian and bike network, including Magnolia, Pacific, and Atlantic Avenues; 6th and 7th Streets; and Long Beach Blvd. Furthermore, the Action Plan found that pedestrians were significantly overrepresented among injury and fatal crash victims. Pedestrians citywide were involved in just 6% of traffic collisions but made 34% of those who were seriously injured or killed. The Walkable Corners project would be the first Vision Zero focused infrastructure investment since adoption of the plan in July 2020 aimed at specifically improving the pedestrian network. Transformation of Pedestrian Experience For bicyclists and pedestrians, physical separation from vehicles promotes confidence through a perceived increase of safety and security. The Walkable Corners project will immediately benefit residents who already use the bicycle and pedestrian network, especially those who rely on active transportation for trip making. This is particularly important for Downtown residents are 1.5 times more likely to walk, bike or take transit to work than the average Long Beach resident and are 4 times more likely to not own a car. The Walkable Corners project will make work and school commutes safer and improve transportation equity. Promoting Climate Goals  Downtown Walkable Corners will further Long Beach’s ongoing shift away from car-centric roadway design through the construction of 190 intersection enhancements for pedestrians. The physical encroachment of pedestrian infrastructure into existing roadway space sends a clear message that non-motorized transportation users deserve the same amount of space and investment as motorized transportation. Expanding the pedestrian realm also provides a unique opportunity to add landscaping and green infrastructure in accordance with the goals of the Long Beach’s forthcoming Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP), currently in draft form. The Draft CAAP also recommends improvements to increase density, walkability, and promote mode shift away from vehicular use.  Supporting Affordable Housing and Density The Walkable Corners project also builds upon the following affordable and supportive housing developments within the Downtown:    City Terrace Senior Housing (Senior and Disabled) - 98 units     Covenant Manor (Senior and Disabled) - 100 units     Beach-Wood Apartments (Non-Senior Disabled) - 45 units Furthermore, the following three market-rate, high-rise, mixed use projects are currently under construction in Downtown project area, two of which are vying to be Long Beach’s new tallest buildings, and will bring thousands of additional residents and employees to the Downtown core.      Shoreline Gateway – 35 stories, 315 units     Westside Gateway – 21 stories and 40 stories, respectively, 746 units     Broadway Block – 21 stories, 432 units Additionally, Long Beach recently adopted an inclusionary housing policy in July of 2020 and will phase in a 10% affordable housing requirement set aside for owner-occupied units and 11% for rental units over the next three years specifically in the Downtown, where development is most robust. These transformative projects and policies demonstrate City’s earnest commitment to increasing housing stock, affordable housing, and implementing a comfortable and convenient active transportation network. 
21
Metro A Line - New Blue Investment The Downtown Long Beach Walkable Corners project improves upon first-last mile pedestrian connections to the Metro A Line at four stations within the project area: Downtown Long Beach, 1st Street, 5th Street, and Pacific Stations. Completed in 1990, the Metro A Line (formerly Blue Line) was Los Angeles County’s first modern light rail line and is a transportation lifeline for residents, students, and commuters in LA County. LA Metro recently completed the New Blue project, a $350 million dollar upgrade to improve reliability and safety along the 22-mile A Line. At the same time, the City of Long Beach implemented improved signal synchronization along the line, which reduced A Line delays within the City limits by 5 minutes. The train now operates at 6 minute headways from Downtown Long Beach during the weekday peak, a major improvement from the 12 minute headways just over year ago.  Recent Bike Infrastructure  The DTLB project will also augment recent investments in the Downtown bicycle network including the 3rd Street and Broadway Cycle Tracks, Daisy-Myrtle Bike Boulevard, East Broadway Protected Bike Lanes that terminate at the project border, and pending applications for major reconfigurations and new protected bike lanes on Pacific Avenue and 6th Streets, respectively. A new bridge project will eliminate a freeway offramp that currently carries eastbound traffic onto 6th, resulting in vehicle volumes diverting from 6th to 7th Street. The City recently sought funds from LA Metro to transform the character of 6th Street, which is included in the City’s high-injury network, from a one-way 3 lane arterial to a residential street with a bi-directional cycle track. The Walkable Corners project would create bulb outs along the majority of intersections on both 6th and 7th Streets in the Downtown, the latter corridor facing otherwise decreased walkability given projected increases in vehicle volumes from the new freeway offramp. Civic Center Reimagining The DTLB Walkable Corners project area encompasses the 22-acre Civic Center master plan area, that includes Long Beach City Hall, Port of Long Beach Headquarters, and Billie Jean King Main Library, all of which opened in 2019. The King Main Library is both state-of-the-art and accessible to residents of all ages and abilities, featuring a makers lab, a “teenspace”, literacy programs, and a resource center for immigrants and veterans among other education events and resources. The Walkable Corners project will also directly connect Downtown residents and employees with the forthcoming Lincoln Park located to the south of the library, which will open in late 2021. The park will include an event lawn, dog park, and children’s playground and will serve as the primary park space for Downtown residents. Lastly, two mixed use housing projects are proposed but still undergoing design for the remaining Civic Center area as part of a public-private partnership agreement, bringing even additional residents to this vibrant part of Downtown.  
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Landscaping and physical distribution of communication materials.
No Response
Applicant intends to utilize the CCC certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps.
Yes
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